—_— Y wal 


—_— _ 
- : . f - - 
vY * 1% ak x LT © . s - AS Q _— | : | p = 
o _ Y - - » % - . ky : 
- - - + = « - p 
= - - LE IS | 
< 1 


F - 
_— 


FF A | 
Congregational Church 1 
Is a Catholike Viſible Church, 


0'R -T*_ 
An Examination of M. Hudſon his Vindi- | : 


cation concerning the Integrality of the 
Catholike Viſible Church. 


Wherein alſo ſatisfaction is given to what 


M. Cawpkreywritcs touching that ſubjeR, in his 
Review of M. Ho © x « r 's Survey of Church Diſcipline, 


—— nm _— 


By Samuel Stone, Teacher to the Church of Chrift as Hartford 
bo in New-England, 


LONDON, 
Printed by PzTz x 6-4 at the 
ſign of r Printing-Preſs in Corn- 


hill, neer theRoyal Exchange, 
MDCLIL +» _ 


if 
* | » 
TH 
_— — — — _ . 
—_— 
: 
- 
- = 
- 
- 
* - 
c > 4 XY Þn AE Vs = - 


Wn - 
y __ » 
8 = #: 
4 


« 


- 
© 
as 
jo) 
— 
> 
© 


[1 
*F \ *as <Kbi 
XY L , aut 44 l Q - : "ths. 16. 3h | L "1 » ©. " | 
- . » "1. , : y; L »>© 
y " I = tt E . 
Py 4 Mn £ 
- 
$ $ 
: 
x 
4 
F 
1] 4 
T 
w 


To the REeavDes. 


SON mo#t Controverſies, though tn their iſſues and ſuperſtrutn es 
" they riſe to a marvelous height, yet in the beginning and bot- 
tom ground, the difference not great. So inthu, though the 
differences and conteſts, not ſo much of principles, as of ſhurits 
ard perſons ; partly through inward corruptions and prejudices, 
together with the ſecret wrath of God for them ; and probably | 
alſo, through Jeſuitical bellows, blowing theſe unhappy flames, are now grown 
to a wofnl height, to aeSþtrate diſtunces ana heart burnings ; yet the founda- 
tron 15 1 thu - PP ighe Logical queſtion,an Eccleſia 1nſtitura fit gerus an 
integcum? Reverend and Learned MM. Hudion conceives it to be totum in- 
tegrale ; LM. Hooker to be totum univerlale. That this is the bottom que- 
ſion hence appears,that the other contrary apprehenſions in Charch diſciple, 
are moſtly the contrary conſequences and deauttions flowing from theſe twa ops 
pofrte principles. 
Nor us it ſtrange that ſo great 4 queſt ion in —_— ſhould berder ſo neer © 
Kon the principles of Logick.; for all the Arts are nothi 


ng elſe but the beams 
and Y ays of the Wiſdom of the firſt Being in the C woes ter and refictt= 

Ing thence, upon the glaſs of man's underſt anding ; and as from Hum they come, 
ſo ts him they tend : the circle of Arts « a Deoad Deum, Hence there is 

an affinity and kindred of Arts (omnes Artes yinculo & cognatione quadam 

inter ſe continentur ; Cicer. pro Arch. Poet.) which # according to the refer- 

ence and ſubordination of their particular ends, to the utmoit and lait end : 

One makes uſe of another, one ſerves te another, till they all reach and return 

to Him, as Rrvers to the Sea, whence they flow. 

Now Logick is of moſt general aſe. Divinity. ratione finis; fer it is the wni= 
verſal end of all : phyſica ratione yThows; for every art riſeth here : but 
Logick ratione yenotos; 1s woſi general ; there ts no art but uſeth the help of 
Logich ; nothing can ſhew it ſelf to the eye of the mind of man, but in this 
light. Hence miſtakes in Logick are not unuſual in Writers upon this ſubjett, 
eA man cannet apprehend 7M. Hooker's do-ble conſideration of the Church,as 
rocum eflentiale & organicum ; nor. why as totum efſentiale it i Eccleſia pri- 
ma, if he do not kyow genus and integrum 4a+d argumentum primum ard 
ortum in Logick,; nor judge his meribto be other then leaping, if he do not 

ef 2 know 
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k now*the method of the firſt part of Logick, Nor will hu proving that Chrif 


gave the Keys to aViſible Church, entiile the Church of Boſton, or any other 
Church tothem, unleſs it be alſo proved, that the viſible Church is a genus, 


and that every individual Church, as that of Boſton, s a ſpecies or part of this 
genus : Nor will it ever appear whether the viſible Church be genus or inte- 
oram, till it appear what genus and integrum be. 

Hence the firſt part of this Diſcourſe 1 taken up in clearing the nature of 
theſe and other Logical Notions: which cannot but be needful in this queſtion, 
Review, c. for 74. Cawdry was long troubled before he could find out Al, 
2, pag: 64+ Hooker's meaning,when he ſaith tom efſentiale, not explaining it, 


| though upon ſerious obſervation he found it.The Reader weeds not be puzcled 


hereafter in that kiude, the explication # here done to his hand. 

And here by the way I am to advertiſe the Reader that the pabliſhing of 
this diſcourſe may perhaps be a ſuperſedias to any further labours, in anſwer 
to that reverend Divine, Hu review glanceth at ſome paſſages, not alwaies 
at the main and moit material ; when he ſhall trike at, M. Hooker's whole 
frame and principles, he may receive an anſwer xT\ rid\as : mean while thes 
may ſuffice, meeting (though in purſuance of CM, Hudſon) with what ſeemer 
moſt material 1n the review. 

The ſecond part of this diſcourſe tproving and applying the grounds laid in 
the former to I. Hudſon's diſcourſe, would be wel attended by the Reader. 
T hou canſt not judge aright till thou haft read the whole. 

Tf any (hall attempt a reply, let me deſire him to imitate this, which may 
be a patterxe for all diſcourſes of this nature in clearneſs, and ſuccinttneſs, 
and cloſe purſuing the pornt in hand without diſtaſtful refleftions and diverſ;- 
ons from things to men, Many polemical writers are ſo filled with oddpangs of 
their ſpirits,as cauſeth a ſecret kind of diſreliſhment and offence tothe Readers. 

The Author hereof 1s one who ſees about him, underſtands the Principles 
and grounds bh: goes upon, and therefore knowes what he ſaith. His relation 
to M, Hooker(b:ing 7 eachey of the comp ehurch) rogethey with his perſon- 
al abilities, cauſed many to judge him moſt meet to do this office of love to 
bim and truth,but the fulneſ: of his mmployments,in his conſt amt preaching, and 
other ways,was a ſufficient plex of excuſe in his judgement in hrs not rendrin 
an enſwer to M1. Hudion's book ; yer upon the earxeſt deſire of @ friend (who 
was them engagea for a Voyage to England) ro have a few lmes from him 
touching tho nature of a C atholike Viſible Church (that being the firſt-and 
main queition betwixth CM, Hooker and' 2. Hudion; viz. What totum the 
V:fible Catholike C hirch s) he was inaxced to promiſe, that if he might but 

have a fortnight f- ee from other ſervitty//: would (to ſatusfie the deſire of his 
Friend) 


To theReader. | 


Friend) ſend after him ſome Notes upon that ſubjett ; which accordingly was 
performed by him,and ts done accurately and ftrongly, though briefly, as the 
flreig hrs w4 time allotted hins wontd permit. It was in bys thoughts to have 
grven ſome larger explication concerning the nature and diſtinttion of the 
Church, in ſach Propoſitions As theſe. 

PR &P, I. The church confidered as the ſubjeR of Application, (where 
it is firltto be attended) is'the feed of Chriſt, As the ſeed of Adam is the 
ſubje& of propagation, to whom his tranſgreſſion is extended ; fo the ſeed of 
the ſecond Adam are the proper lubject of redemption, to Whom it is applyed 

| by his Spirir, 1a. 53. 10. 

Prop. I T. The church is either Militant or Tryumphant. 

PRoOP.1I TI. Thenulitant church is the number of thoſe to whom Chriſt 
is applyed bur in part, which is therefore wreltling with ber ſpiritual cnemies. 

P.R ov. IV. The militant church is mingled with Tares, z. e. with ſuch 
who only ſeem to be the ſeed of Chriſt, CALar.23.24.to 31, and ver. 37. 
 PRroOpP.V, The militant church mingled with Tares,is diſtinguiſhed into 
congregations, and is therefore accomodated with the rule of Eccleſiaſtical 
policie, Epheſ. 2, 12. 

Pr or, V I. The word church uſed in the new Teſtament, ſuits moſt 
exactly with a congregational political viſible church. | 

Prop. VII. The political viſible church ts diſtinguiſhed in reſpec of the 
times thereof, It was firſt in a family,then in a nation, laſtly among al nations. 

PrRore.VIIIL. The political vifible church among all Nations, is 
properly called a catholike viſible church, | 

It was alſo in his purpoſe, had there been time, to have given (ome reaſons ' 
of his diſſent from IM. Hudion's * 597%) 69 concerning the viſible l eadſhip 
of Chriſt. It is moſt true, that Chriſt 1s head of the Church as God-man : 
It ts alſo true, that Chriſt 1s viſible according to his humane nature ; but that 
z5 not concetved ſufficient ts render him the viſible head of the viſible church. 
Chri#t ts head of the inviſible church as God-man ; C Þriſt Ged-1.n is mo- 
narch of the world. But he ts not the viſible head of the in viſcble church, 
nor the viſible monarch of the world. ( hriſt hath a more ſpecial irf{uence into 
his church by his fpirit, but his ſpirit 1s inviſible, Every inviſible member of 
Chrift in the world, 1s not 4 viſible member, yet every inviſible member ts 4 
viſible man. | 

I am ſorry to ſtay thee any longer im the porch ; only there ore three [:d 
hinerances of light in theſe points 1. Pride. 2. Wiſdom. 3, Preindice, Let 
me therefore leave yon thy heart three words of advice, if ever thou wouldſt 

ſee the beanty of the Lord in his Templ®and the way of his hone, or ger the 
bliſſing and good of thus, or any other good belp for that cd, _ I; T0 


To the Reader. 


1. To be much in humiliation. It ts a moſt remarkab/e paſſage of Exckiel 
A3- 10. If they be aſhamed of all that they have done, ſhew them the 
| houſe, the faſhion and forms thereof, all the ordinances and laws thereof, &c, 


Oh take heed there be not ſome unmortified unlamented ſeeret luſt to darken 


thine exes from (eeing theſe bleſſed truths of God. Deus incffabili leoe ſpargit 
a - area fager ilcies cupiditares ( Auguſt, Confeſs.) 7: mn. 4y make 

one tremble to ſee how dreadful the reverges of God whether for perſonal 
pollutions or for ſinful compliances with the former devices and ways of men 
in the things of his houſe, or for ſecret contempt of the ſimplicity and power of 
the Goſpsl, are gone forth in penal blindneſſes aud other blaſting ſtrokes por 
the ſouls of ſome in theſe times : T hey that will not ſee the viſions of their own 
hearts , and of the ſecret diftempers, aud ſins, and plagues there, mourning 
alſo for them ; God will not let them ſee the viſions of himſelf, and of his 
ower and plory in his Sanituary ; They ſhall ask the way to Sion Weeping, 

ms 50. 4, 5- going, and weeping as ine 


© 
2. Be not over wiſe, plainly this ; Seek not to accomodate the government 


of the Church to the wiſdom and policy 0 


f ivil Governments among st mes. 


We ſee that crookning the Goſpel to the unpurged relicks of the wiſdom of 


Nature, hath been the ancient plague and ſeduttion of Arminians; Let wor 
the [ume diſtemper pervert thy thoughts in this matter. Tocomteive there 
are ſome reſerved caſes for Chrift himſelf to come in almightily by bis owne 
eſpecial gurdawce, to over-rule in particular C ONgregations, as he hath dene in 
that way of advice ; why ts not this 4s ſafe, as to place the help in appeals 
ard claſſical ſubordinations, where the ſame objettion returns at laſt as ſtrong 
as ever : For if the Nationalor General Councel wrong a man,as they have 
often done, there ts no re'ief for him upon earth. That that's uſeful in Civil 
Courts and\Judicatories, as Appeals may be, is ever hurtful and pernicious in 
( herch diſciplme, if not commanded by Chri#t, but prudentially taken up. 

3. Beware of prejudices againſt the way ard works of God. 

I. Againſt the way , Therefore 1 make the ſame requeſt with Bucer in 
Bucer conrr.Larom. 420they caſe, ut pari ſtudio legas utriuſq; partis {cripta. AL. 
Brightman concerves from. Rey.17.3. that ſome faithful onzs in a wildern eſs 


ſhall make the moſt full diſcovery of the myſterie of iniquity in all its abomi= 
wations ; Clatiorem adhuc lucem tolitudo dabit, haud yeniet e deſerto nova 

O__ &c. which words might have been lookt upon a4 trifles, had th 
. &rofpt from ſome idle Pen, bat not from his, 1t 15 certain, the pratliſe of the 
Churches in New-England gives light enough to clear the ( ongregational 
way from the moſt of thoſe miſpriſions and injurious miſrepreſent ations that 
arc caſt upon it. Their conſultation Synod in the opinion time, was bleft of 
| God 
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To the Reader. 
God for their convittion, and clearing the Country of thehn,uo leſſer then if the 
Synod had aſſumed the pig juridittion. The miſchievons Conſequences ard 
ad effetts which are alleaged,are either meer miſtakes and miſreports in mat- 
ter of faft,or fallaciz non cauſz pro caula,they riſe not from the Congregational 
Prin: /ples. Either come '1mprejudiced in thy inqurries and ſearches after truth, 
or thou wilt never find it, 

2. eAgainſt the works of God, which do certainly ſpeak, ſomt hing both in 
England and Scotland ro ſuch as have hearing hearts,and are not eſpouſed to © 
any Intereſt, How precious the Liberties of his people ave to him; who hath 
bought them with his own blood, hath never bees more abundantly and exvi- 
mently diſcovered then in the dreadful changes and revolntions of Providence 
in theſe Nations, and intheſe days wherein we live, The Lord Jeſus ts of 
late gone forth inte the world, with jealouſic for Sior,, and with a oreat jEa- 
louke __— to ſtill the enemy, and the ayenger, to 2ixdicare the 
Canſe and controverſic of his people, and to break the yokes of her oppreſſors, 
that the Virgin of Iſrael may return to Sion, and be adorned with her Tim- 
brels as in the days of old.7 his & the defirgne he hath in hand. And rather 
then men ſhall hinder bins when he ts on his way and upon the wing in his 
travels of love and plory to his people, he is pleaſed we ſee to break the 
mountaines in peeces whey they ſtand in the way of his revenge and holineſs, 
and to bath his ſword in the blood of heathen, even of profeſſing people. The 
Father of Uhr enlighten and enable all the Saints to cloſe with him, both in 


the way of his worſhip,and in the way of his work: . 


Samuel Mather. 


—_— wo 43. you, 
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Ioh-1.42, 


Ioſh.1 5.6.4 
18,17, 


1 Sam 7-12, 


To my Reverend Dear Brother, 
M. Samuel Stone, 


| Teacher of the Church art 


HarTtro8RD. 


Ow well (dear Brother) art thou cailed Sroxe ? 
As ſometimes Chriſt did S:10n Ce phas OWN, 
A Stone for ſolid firmacls, fit to rear 
A part in Zrons wall : and it upbear. 
Like Srone of Bohan, Bounds fit to deſcribe, 
*Twixt Church and Church.as that 'twixt Tribe and Tribe. 
Like Samwuel''s Stone, erft Eben-Ezer hight; 
Torell the Lord hath helpt-us with his might. 


1 Sam.17- 49s Like Stone in Davids ling, the head ro wound 


SO, 


Rev-13. 


"By Philiftims and Iſralites li 


Of that huge Giant-Church, (ſo far renownd ) 


'Hight the Church-Catholike,Occumenical, 


Or atthe loweſt compaſs, National ; 

Yet Poreck. Viſible, and of ſuch a faſhion, 

As may or Rule a world or Rule a Nation. 

Which though itbe cry'd up unto the Skyx, 
Cewile 

Yet ſeems to me to be too neer a kin 

Unto the Kingdom of the 4{zy of j1 : 

In frame, and ſtate, and conſtitution, 

Like to the firſt beaſt in the Revelation, 

Which was as large as Roman empire wide, 

And Ruled Reme,and all the world befide. | 

Go on (good Brother) Gird thy Sword with might, 

Fight the Lord's Battels,Plead his Churches Right. 

To Brother Hooker, thou art next a kin, 

By Office-Right.thou muſt his pleige Redeem. 

Take thou the double portion of his ſpirit, | 

Run on his Race, and then his Crown inherit. 

Now is the time when Church is militant, 


Time haſt'neth faſt when it ſhall be Tryumphant. _ 
| ] O H N Cort T O No 
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eA ( ongregational Church, is a ( ath 
Viſible Church. 


NO: N Ii N this diſquifition ] (hall atrend two things - 
$1 1) 4 / i in Firſt, rhe explication of ſome Rules concerning Ge- 
a #/ nit, or Totunms G:nericum. 

Secondly, The Application of tho rules to »the 
queſtion in hand, 

In the Explication,I ſhall labour brizfly to open the 
Fundamental Rules concerning genzs and ſpecics ; and 
then build ſome concluſions upon thoſe Fourdatiors, 
or deduce ſome ConſeRaries from thoſe Prir.ciples. 

In the Application, I ſhall recurn ſome anſwer to M. 1:4ſs's Aroumen:s 
contained in his fourth chapter ; ard alſo propound ſome reaſors terding ro 
demonſtrate ,that A Congregational Church is a ( atholike Church. 


- 


olike 


CHAPTER 1. 
Concerning the Definition of Gerus 211d Species, 
En eſt tot 172 partibs eſfentiale, 
The General, or the Kind, or the geacral kird, is a Whole effentia! 
to the parts, 

Ariſtotle faith, it is thar which is one and tice lame in more: ,, ,  , 
that is, in more Species, He hath other expretſions to the ſame hs jp wary 
purpole ; v:z. that the gen is that, whereby thoſe that differ Ariſe, Mo 
are the ſame accordirg to Eflerce ; that is, have community-of rae 
Eſſence: which is the tame in ſubſtance with this defnition which I have herc 
propounded ; viz, That Genes is a whole effential to his parts. 

There is another definition of gez:45, which eAr:istotle gives, and his fo!- 
- lowers have received from him, which M. Hudſon hath taken up ; vx, 
Gen et totum qued de pluribus ſpecie differentibus, poteſt predi- M. Madiſon * 
cart in quid , or affirmari tn queſtione, quid eſt. That is, the *' waſ011 
Gen is a Whote, which may be predicated or aſhrmed of more page Ir 
things diftering in ſpecial kind, in the queſtion, what is it ? Iris faid to be pre- 
dicared in guid, becaule when the queltion is, what is the Fecics ? the ge- 
1 then mult be predicated of it, in anſwer to it : As when the queſtion is, 

C Whec 


A Congregational Church is a Catholike Viſible C harch, 


whats hamor? whats: mare? the arfwer:mult be, Arimal, a living Creature, 


© % 
© 


- 


This laſt definition is:novexit; : | 

Firſt, Becauſe Ger containeth not the whole quiddiry of the thirg : fox 
when this anfwer js given, Man is a living creacure ; there is yer ro difference 
appearing between him and-a beaſt; a beaſt is a Iivirg Creature : and the 
queltion ycrt remaireth what hving creature he is. 

Secondly, It is the proper ofhce of the definicion,to exp'icate the quiadity 
of a thing, ard ſhew whac it is. Definitio eff crrm explicatr quid res ſit : 
when the utmoſt bounds of the Eſtence of a thing are laid forth, it is ther 
diſti.ouiſhed from all other things. 

Thwaly, There may be gerxs where no queſtion is made, 

We ſhall ſpeak ſomwhat bricfly, tending to opcn the rrue definition of 
gerze, In which we may conlider, firſt, the thing defined ; ſecondly, che 
definition. 

The thirg defied 1s 

Gen) the kind or general, The word firſtly and properly fgnifiecth a 
5tock, Linage, Parentage, Kindred, or Family. Ger is ulcd in this fhonifica- 
tion in ects 4, 6. where $yG- is tranſlated (and properly) Kindred : 4nd as 
PAY Ai were cf the indred of the kigh Prieſt, Phil. 3+ Fo Paul WAS 8% 
yeyous LTEQNA, ef the fock of Iſrael. | 

Here it is raken for kind, community of Nature and Eſſence ; As 2»imal 
's the gez;rs of Man and Beaſt ; becaule the eſſence of living creature is 
common to both, 

The word is trarſlated from Families hither, by reaſon of (:imilicude ; be- 
cauſe as Parcnts are cauſes of their children, fo genre is of kis fpecies, Ard 
becauſe thoſe that are born in the fame Family, and are of the fame houſe, 
{tock of kindred, have all things in common between themlelves, as names, 
1rnames, priviledges, &c. fo in like manner ſþecics have a like nature in ccm- 
mon between them ; as Socrates and Plato. 

The Defnition is 

E#t totum partibus eſſentiale. 

Gen eſt | Genus is ; nat 1s, It exiſts extra Tntelleftem, without the Un» 
derſtandirg ; There arc univerſals as well as {irgulars, and common rature 
as well as ipecial, There is a generality, univerfality, and community, ar:d 
common rature of things, re 5c» "a6 Our ur.derſtarding doth rot give 
beirg tO 067745, but ir is extar.t, and 1n print 2 rerHm ratura. Whether we 
obſerve it or nor. 

To:rm)] a whole, This 1s the ger.cral nature of it, wherein it agre*th 
with Inzegrim, It 1s toturr, a whole, becauſe it is diſtributed into parts, and 
is the contairer of the parts, Ir is true, that there is more in the ſbeczes then 

in 


ys : 
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together/in the whole, as in the common head ro which they are reduced. 
They all agree and meet togerher in the gen, in one conumon marter,and a 
common form, as in one point or center. 

As Animality is a common Vincalum and Bond. containing and compre- 
hending man and beaſt ; they cannot but agree in that common nature,and fo 
far they mult necds agree one with another ; that bond will bind them and 
hold chem together while they/haveany exilience or being in the world. 
There will be kindred and community of nature between homo and brutwrr, 
While the world ſtands, | 

Eſſentiale} It is a toram whuch gives eflence : herein it is _ to {n- 
tegrumfor there the parts did give eſſence matter,and form to the [ntegrum. 
We muſt not conceive that gens gives his community, generality, or untyer- 
faliry to his ſpecies ; nor that it gives.to the Fþecres all that they have : there 
is more in the #pectes then is in the gens ; therefore the whole efſence of the 

ecies is not in tne pens. Homo hath a ſpecial form, which Azimal hath 
not ; Homo et Animal rationale : here is fomthicg in man beſides his ani- 
mality, which is added to it. Itis true in this reſpect, ples eff iz ſpecie quan 
in genere ; yet genus is totumn efſentiale ; becaule it ſymbolically concainerh 
the cauſes of the ſpecies, and ſpecies ar{werably the eftefts of the ger, 
Genus is nota conſarum eſſentialitm commnninn:; and imitates exactly the na- 
ture of thoſe'caules : as an eſſential caule argue:ih his efte&, lo gens argueth 
his ſpecies, Hence 

I. Gen gives efſe to his ſpecies, as eyery cauſe to his efte& : the ſpcctes 
had never been, if it had not been for genus : Syblato gence, tollitur ſpertes, 
take away anmal, and homo wil not be , there will be no man in the world. 
Homo gives being to Socrates, and: Socrates Will not be, cannot be withour 
homo : aod as 'Kychel faid, give me children, or elſe 1 dy ; 1o genzs laith, 
oive me ſþecizs, or elle I dy. Poſito genere, neceſſurio pominr aiqua ſpecies. 
If homo be in the world, there will be Job», Thomas, or ſome other Indiyi- 
duals or ſþ-cres of that kind, 

2, The genres communicates matter and form to his parts ; as the parts 
did give matter and form to the ſnregraum to the gens gives macter and torm 
to the ſpecies; becauſe it is 2 rote of the common eſſential caules, which are 
matter and form ; it therefore gives marrer and common form to the {ecies. 

3. The germs communicares his whol!e effence to his /pecics, his whole 
marter and form : Though i doth not beſtow upon the fpecies al which they 
have, yer it is ſo free-hearred, that ir beſtowerh his whole eſſence and naure, 
and all chat it hath within it ſelf, upon the ſpecies : Hence the whole eſſence 
of the gens 1s in the ſprcies, his whole matter and form ; as whole animaliry 
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the whole matter and form of living creature is in Homine > Brutog in” man 
and beaſt, There is nothing inthe genws: (befides his univerfakity Þ which: "is 
not in the {feces Humanity with fl whole matter ard form is'in | Sogr#tes 
and Flato. | Fol nous; 

4. The germs communicates the ſame efjence to all his ſpeczes. Ir is a note 
of che common eflential caules, and therefore imparrs -it telt impartially ard 
equally to. eycry one of his ſpecies, is conumon to all, all -have one: and rhe 
{ame common rature in them. The fame common humane nature: is in $9- 
cra:es, Plato, ard all Individuals. Pres. | | 

 Peribrs efſentiale] eſſential to its parts ; Totrm eſt 'majus qualibet ſu; 
parts ; the whole containeth the (ingle parts, as greater then any one of. them, 
but cortaineth all, as being equal to them. « 

There is no rot conſiſting'ot one part ; though the entire nature of rhe 
genus be in every ſpecies, yet not the univerſal nature - Totum genus, non eff 
wif in crunttis ſpectebus ; one ſfecies cannot make upa genus : Animal was 
not made up compleat and perfect, till homo was created. 

We have finiſhed the explication of the defiriticn of gen, the kind; and 
have heard how kind itis (if I may fo ſpeak) to all his ſpecies - We 
mult now declare briefly what reſpect ſpecies beareth to ger in taking 
his part. foe} 

Species eff pars gen:r1is) The ſpectes is a part of its kind ; the ipecial is a 
Fart of the general. : 

Spceirs| of che old verb Fp:cie, to ſee or behold : It honifteth properly the 
cu:ward face. countenance, or a fight ( non twlit hanc ſpeciem, he could. not 
abide to ice that fight) a thing ſeen or looked upon. Greco, «SG, & ide, 
of 68, video, to lee : It figrifierh a viſible ſhape, taſhion, ſhew,appearance, 
1mage, CI repreſentatzon - 73 6G T3 Te3owns auTgE iT$egr,the faſhion of his 
C omntenince WAS altcred 4 Luke 9. 29. ET uSC &vTsE £vegrals met hy have 
ye ſeen his (hape. Joh. 5.29. the ſame word is trarſlated appeararre, 1 The, 
C212. Wa . 

The teaſ>n of the name js, becaufe the ger is leen 1n the ſpecies, in 
them it appeareth and {hererh his face. | of : a 

Species eſt \ the ſpecres iS; that 15, really exiſtir.g in Oa180E Ile genus 
ſubſlls in his {p:cies, ard no wheteelle ; it 15 no where cc to be ſcen or 
fourd : Himo is cot to be ſeen but in Socrates, or Phato, Alexander, or 
ſome other Individuais,which are his ſp:fes. The genus being orarted doth 
r.cceflarily imply the exiſtence ot the ſjectes. jos Sh 

Pars) a Fart is that wt ich is contained of the whole ; It's he'd together 
with ſome other part by the germs, and hath alwaies lome fellow or oth=r : 
for the gens cannot be divide into ore part, bur in:o icyeral par.s; 2 ſpecies 
Is 
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5 but one piece of ir, If gexws be the whole, a ſpecies is a part ; if animal 
be the whole, home is a part.” | 

Pars generts| non integri:: Hereby it is diſtinguiſhed from wembrum, for 
that reſpects the integral, bur ſpecies ſtands in ms co the genws,and par- 
ricipates of his eſſence, together with other ſpecies. Ariftotle gives the ſame 
definition of it. Cicero faith, its pars que gener ſubeſt - it is pars gemeris 
ſubjetliva, ſub icitur generi in ordine- C3 'grady deſcenſionts. As man ayd 
beaſt are comprehended under animal.as inferiour to animal contained under 
thac head : animal is before home, and above him in order of nature ; thoſe 
ſpecies, viz, Homo ard Brutum are caſtunder animal.as a more general head 
of Beings, 2. The ſpecies is ſubject ro the genws in predication ; make an 
axiome of genus and ſpecies, and we ſhall fee the ſpecres to be the ſubje&t 
more often then the genus ; 4s homo eſt animal, Sccrates ef homo. 


CHAPTER II. 
Concerning the diſtrebution of Gerus and Species,” 
'S Enus eſt gencralijjimum aut Subalternum\The Genus is molt general,or 
_ Tiubalterre. 

The Species is ſubalterne , or moſt ſpecial, 

The Gerxs is diſtributed into rewo kinds ; molt general, and ſubordinate : 
the ſpecses is allo divided into two kinds ; intermediate, or moſt ſpecial. God . 
hath ranked things in order, that there is a ſubordination of things one to a- 
nother, and one under another. There mult be extreams on cither ſide, ſom- 
chiag higheſt, ſomthing lowelt; a moſt general, and a moſt ſpecial; and ſome 
berween both. The ſubalterre Genus and Spectes, as they (tand in reſpe& to 
their ſuperiours, they are Spectes ; as they reſpe& their inferiours, they are 
kinds, or generalls : that is, they receive their eflence from their {uperiours, 
and comnunicate it to their ioferiours. As man receiveth his eflerce from 
cAmmzl, a hving creature, and therefore is laid to be his Species : and 
again he communicates his cflence with ſingulac men'; whence he 1s called 
their Genes. $ . | 

The highelt G-z7 is mclt gereral ; the lowelt Species is moſt ſpecial ; the 
intermediate kinds. which come between theſe, are the Genes of tier 1n- 
fcriours and the Species of cheir ſuperiours ; which by reaſon of this vicifhuude 
and chargirg, by courſes ard twrns, are ca led ſubaltcrre, 

Gen generaliſſin:um eſt cums nullum ct Genmns, 

The mcſt ger:c:al Genes is that of which there is no Gepr. 

G-nus Genera 1/[uzaum\ the molt oencral Genus (which in Greek is called 
1G TATOY X gar?) thc molt oencra], and the frlt, It is That which hath 
rice more general going before 1t, but is the Prime and bit Gen cf all. 
| I; 
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It js called the moſt General kind, becaufe 1c is the lupream and higheft 
kind, which neyer deſcends, but always keepes the higheſt ranke, and can 
be nothing but Gen, Subalternum Gen 1s not onely and always Gen ; 
bu.Generaliſſimum is only and always Gen, 

Genus Generalsſſimun; eſt) there is a mcſt general Genus, EF enim quoddan 
in ſuo genere in qualibet arte ſupremum there 1s ſomthing which is higheſt in 
cyery art ; as argumcnt in invention. Look alſo how many arts there are, ſo 
many ſupream kinds there are. 1f God hath ordered and diſpoſed things by 
certain degrees ore above another, there mult be ſomthing ſupream and 
higheſt, which is the moſt general kind. 

Cu; us nullum eſt Genus of Which there is no Gen : this being the highs 
eſt, hath no Genus above it, and therefore hath no Gen at all, and is never 
Species, It is ſupremum in ſuo genere non. datuy proceſſus in infinituym, there 
cannot be an infinite motion and proceſſion in Creatures ; Ergo ftandum eſt 
in aliquo primo: We muſt reſt in ſome firſt, and higheſt thing. Art in oeneral is 
the Gez of all the ſpecial Arts ; and Es the moſt general Gen of all 
beirgs, 

T he ſubaltern gerz44,as alſo the ſubaltern ſpeczes, is that which is the ſpecies 
of one, but the gen of another, All things comming berween the ſupream 
genus, & ſpecres inf:ma,arc {ubalternal kinds and ſpecies. T his is the forme 
of ſubaltern ge7:275 and ſpecres . to be gens in reſpect of inferiours, and ſpecies 
in reſpect of tuperiour, and higher things : the lame thing cannor be a ſpecies 
in reſpect of ſuperiour and inferior, no more then Alexander can be fon and 
Father to the fame Phi/;p ; Subalternum gen C& ſpeciss may be the lame, 
diflcriog only in a reſpe&; and therefore one definition may ſerve both : genus 
peteſt eſſe ſprcies, quia poteſt eſſe pars Cencris ; It may be a part of a gen 
which is above it ; and ſpecies may be gezrs, becaule ir may be rorum par- 
tibus eſſerctiale to his in:fertours Which are under ir, Cauſe is a ſpecres to ar- 
oumentum abſolute conſent areun, but a 9-2: to matter and forme. 

Species ſpecialiſſima eſt, qua eft Trdroidna in cls ſpecies.) 

The molt ſpecial [pecres is that which cannot be divided into other Spe- 
e145. 

Species ſpecialiſſima] the moſt lpecial, the lowelt ſpecies. 

Eft} is; E/t cr:im 110adam infimum in natura; there is lomthing lowelt: as 
therCc is 4 hiohc{t,adove which we cannot aſcend ; {o there is a lowelt, beneath 
which we cannot deicend, We mult proceed from the highelt by the interme- 
diate, to the lowelt, and there rclt, 

xi eſt In:dividna in altzs ſpecies] Which cannot be divided into other 
ſrecies] We may divide it into members, but we cannot divide it into any 
lower ſpecies : there cannot be lower then the loweſt. As pens generaliſſt- 
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9:14 hath ro ger above it; fo ſpecies ſpect:l;ſſima bath no ſpeces under it; 
i: is perpetually a ſpecies, ard rever a genes : It always takes his eflence 
trom his ſupectours, but never communicates it With inferiours,; becaule 1c 
hath nothing beneath it, icto Which it may be diſtributed. Singular men 
take their eſſence from /omo as their gerres, bur rever communicate it to 1n- 
feriours ; for there is nothing inferiour to thole {ngulars, Thus this fireular 
matter, and this ſirgular form are moſt ipecial ſpecres - and Socrates, Plato, 
ard all individual men, are mott ſpecial ſpeeres ; which 1s individual into 
other ſpecies, This is that which is commonly called indiv:idnxm, an indi- 
vidual. 

Thar every Individual is a ſpecies, I ſhall labour to demonſtrate when 
we come to the corſeftaries, To make way for this-elpecially, I have touch- 
ed bricfly upon the difiribution of gexzs and ſpecies in this Chapter. 


CnarTtR IN. 
Wherein is propounded certain Corollaries, or conſetaries deduced and 
flowing from the explication of Genus ard Species, 
Fin from the explication of gen,there is a double conlectary.That ger:zs 
doth partly agrce with /ntegrum, and partly drſlent from it. Ir agrees 
with it, becaule ir is 70:47 ; It diflents from it, becaule it is T ot#92 partibris 
eſſenttiale. 
* Firſt we ſhall therefore ſpeak to their agreement in ſeyeral concluſions. 
The firſt concluſion concernirg the agreement of rorums wniverſale, and 
rotum integ rale, 
TT Ornm nnverſale, & totum integrate, the univerſal, and integral whole, 
are both immutable in Att [gnato (if I may ſo ſpeak) and mutable in 
Aft exercito: They are both figncd with an immutable and unchangeable 
rule and definjion ; but are changeable inthe particulars, The engliſh is, 
the rules concerning theſe are eternal ard inumutable; but the ſpecial examples 
are mutable, Aluxile and variable. Here Mr Hx4ſois miſtaken, for he makes 
immurability an affeCtion of gexxs ; and muytability a property of integrum, 
His words(p.81,\are,that totum which 15 mutable and finxile,s an weegrum; 
for « genus is immutable, conſt ant. fermarent, XCTx VCrnatis, 
eArnſwer, It is true that germs is immutable in Actu ſicrato « and it is as 
true, that integer m is immutable, conſtant, permanent, eterme verita tte, For 
every rule of art is eternally tric, and without poſſibility of being falley be- 
iro all the rules of the eternal wiſdom of the ftrit being. Genus oft totwm 
partibus eſſentiale,is an cterral immutable rute : [nt egrums eff totum cn pare 
tes ſunt efſentiales, is likewiſe an crernal and ſtanding rule, jr.capable of 
mutation, The rules concerning mutable things are immurabie, I cannot con- 
Cur 
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cur with M:Hulfolp .79.ja his definition of rorzms integrale.His words are. 
theſe. Quod habet partes extra partes eft totwms integrale,Sed cccleſia viſibilts 
unwerſals habet paries extra partes, ergo. The major is the yery definition 
of totum interrale. Anſw. How can that be the very definition of rozum inte- 
grale, when germs | abet partes gxiva partes ? Socrates, Plato, Paul, &c. 
are (pecies, and therefore partes herings, and yer are not one within another, 
but different one from another, | 

But take any example of ger or inteorwm, and both are mutable ; For 
all kinds of things is this iateriour world arc mutable Thoſe kinds of things 
that live a ſpringing life are corruptible ; and fo are thoſe kindes of beings 
which live the lite of ſenſe, The whole kind of trees,and the whole kind of 
brute beaſts ſhall ucterly periſh at the Jaſt, In this reſpe@ rormum genus plar- 
tarum & brutoram, are mutable ard fluxile, Man is now of a ſhorter life 
then he was before the flood;I ſpeak of man as gens hominum,of man in ge- 
neral. Hence that rule which Mr Hxdſon propounds is not true, vez. That 
fotrm Which is mutable and fluxile,is an incegral. For Tree-kind ard Brute- 
kind are mutable and fluxile, and yet neither of them is an integral, but cach 
of them is a genth. 

ConcLlusr on II. 

Totum genericum & integrale axe both of them arguments orta : arou- 
ments ariſing and ſpringing from the firſt as their root ; being derived from 
thence, as {treams from their Fountain, and children from their Pareats, ; re- 
lembling and repreſentirg their nature. They are as the image and ſhadow 
of the firlt, {ymbolically, tacitely, and ſecretly comprehending the prints and 
footlteps of thole firlt arguments, wearing their badge and livery. Theſe 
havine the force of the Grill coummpmuntctzed to them, argue as they in reſpect 
of their force and affection of arguing, but in a new way and manner, as ſc. 
cond notiors at the ſecond hand: look what force the cauſc hath to argue 
its effc&, the fame force hath an argument ariſing from the cauſe to argue 
the ſymbol of the cfte. As the matter and forme argue their effec, ſo the 
members argue the /ztcgrum. 

Hence it apears, that ger: is not cauſa materials, as Mr Hudſon pag79., 
judgerh; for this he ſpeaks ot it ; as ir doth exiſt in the individual, it is caſa 
1atertalis individu. 

Arſw. Gerns is not cauſa materialss,or materia; for that is a firſt argument 
deriving this force of arguing from no other, It is [ymbo/um materi , not as 
it relates to ge172 (as Mr Huadſoz there ſpeaks) but as gens : for genus re- 
lates ot ger. ; GER | 

2, Hence ir allo appears, that Mr H udſon pag. 78. 1s miſtaken in conceiy- 


ing that the gc714 Oaly Is A ſecond notion, and that thereby it is diſtinguiſhed 
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from the integral. The gen being a ſecond: notion: and alſo in the ſame 
page, But Kniverſality 1s of another nature, being an abſtratt ſecond' notion, 

w_ Ir, is true, pews is 2 ſecond notion ; butt iris nor thereby diftin- 
guiſhed from integrum; for that is a ſecond notion, ariſing from ſome firlt *r- 

gUruent. | | = 
| ConcLlusron IIl. 

Genus and mmtegruam are both capable of admiflion- and ejeRion of 
parts. That js not a true rule which Mr Hudſon pag. 81. propounds, That 
totum whereunto there rs admiſſion, wherein there 1 nutrition and edificati- 
on, and out of which there  ejeition, that is an integral: his meaning is, it is 
not gens, 

Anſw. That rotuns may bea gexys ; for animal admitted beaſt and man at 
the firſt under his wing : when a man is born and admitted into che world, 
he is admitted into mankind : when an individual lyon comes into the 
world, he is admitted into lyon-kind: when Bucephalu: was foaled, he was 
admitted gewns equornm, and Was nouriſhed, &c. and when he dyed, he 
was ejected and caſt out of that kind : when an individual lyon dyes, he is 
excommunicated from lyon-kind. All beaſts at the laſt ſhall be excommuni- 
cated, and caſt out of the ſociety of animal, a living creature. When a 
Scholler is admitted into a Colledge and Univerſity,he is admitted into a new 
kind of ſociety, where he is nouriſhed and edified in good literature : when 
he is expelled from thence, he is caſt out of that kind of ſociety, The reaſon is, 
becauſe there is no indiyidual integral corporation or ſociety, but is of ſome 
kind or other, 

Conclus1o x. llI1I. | 

There is a reciprocation between the whole and the parts, Although the 
parts are not the whole, yet they are adzquate and equal to the whole,. This 
rule belongs to diftribution and definition ; I» qua wtraq; affettio reciprocati- 
onrs eft,, illic partium omnium cum toto, hic definitions cam definito, The 
whole contains juſt as much as the parts, and the definition as the definite: 
& contra partes ſimul ſnmpte, are equal to the whole, neither more nor leſs; 
they will reach as far as the whole, and no farther ; and the whole will ex- 
tend it ſelf as far as all the parts, and no farther. They are like veſſels hold- 
ing the ſame meaſure, of equal Jatitude and extent, one as large as the other; 
as two pints,and a quart. Having the whole, you have all the parts; and hay- 
ing the parts you have the whole. Omni diviſio debet exhawrire totum: di- 
viſums. But one part alone 1s narrower, and reacheth not {o far as the whole: 
this reciprocation is partiom omninm cum toto ; not of any one, For if one 
part alone were equal ro the whole, all the parts zog*ther were greater then 
the whole, But that is a clear ſtanding everlaſting rule, that the whole is 
| 7 D greater 
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greater then the part ; that is, then any one part. And this being a property 
of totum, as ſuch, is true of roram #niverſale, and integrale. © 

1, Of Totum wniverſale. The genus is greater then any any one [pectes;/-0- 
m0 is greater or larger then Socrates ; and eAnimal Jarger then howo, The 
rormm genus, the whole genus is not in cyery part or ſpecres ; the generality 
or univerſality of the genss,is not in every ſpecves ; humanity univerially con- 
ſidered in the whole latitude and extent of it, is not ia Socrates, The reaſon 
is, becauſe genus is totum a whole; and ſpecies cf pars goons : the ſpecies is 
but a part of the genus. Germs gives it ſelf ro be divided among all his ſpe- 
cies, but g1ves not It ſelf wholy and alcogether to any one ſpecies, It is a 
whole containing many oc ſeveral parrts.and is not wholy or uniyerially in one 
part or ſpecies. There is buta part of the go7#s in one ſpecies ; and therefore 
when we ſay Secrates eft homo, Socrates is a man; we mean not that he a- 
lone is a man : for then Socrates ſhould be genxs, giving and communicating 
eflence to his ſpecies, which cannot be : tora humanitas & nmverſa, all hu- 
manity uniyerſally conſidered, is not ig Socrates : for part of humanity is in 
Plato, &c, itis proper to genus to be rotum univerſatethis cannot belong to 
any part:the genus is of Jarger and wider extent then any one ſpecies; Animal 
extends it ſelf beyond Brurwm, and comprehends Hewo allo within its com- 

is. of 
x Queſt, her Brutum was made, and »ot Hamo.; where was Animal > 
When brute beaſts were made, ard not man; where was living creatute, 

Anſw. Animal, living creature, that gevws or kind was Ul in making, 
and not perfect till Homo was made, 

2. Itis as true of rorum integrale; All the members are equal to the whole. 
but not any one. Hence an s2tegrums, an entire ws ER have his wholc 
integral eatire nature preſeryed in one part.or member, 

Mr Hudſon affirmeth, that the Catholike integral Chareh, i. e. the 
Church Catholike, which he afhrmes to be an integral, may be bronght into 
a narrow room, and haply to one congregation ; it # poſſible: (faith he inp. 
88.) yet all the eſſence and priviledges of the C hurch Cathelick Viſible, are 
contratted and reſerved therein. This poſition is as crots to reaſon,as that one 
1s two or three; 1-1egr7m cannot be made of one member ; for all the mem- 
bers give eſſence, and being to the inxegral. A part, canrot be the whoſe; 
the eye cannot be the whole body 1 Cor.12,17. 1f the whele body were an 
exe, where were the hearing ? If the whole body were hearing, where were 


the ſmelling? v.18, But now, G od hath diſpcſed the members EVLYF CHO C f 


them in the bedy, at his own pleoſure. v. 19. For if they were all one rica;- 
bers, where were the body ? v.20. Ent now arethere maicy members, but ce 


 beay. A mutvatcd, ard maimed body, cannot be a perfect ard cntire body, 
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M. Hudſon will not afficm that a City may be preſeryed entire in one mem 
ber ; for a City contains many Citizens : there cannot be wag, of Toavs ? 
multns, Where there is but one man, M, Hwxdſon conſents to this, that the 


nature of a flock is not reſerved in one ſheep; or a Corporation in one *' 


man ; or that a ſwarm of Bees cannot be in one Bee. [ntegrmm is not 
made of one member, as M. Hooker chap. 15. pag. 26. ſpeaks. I wonder ts 
what end M. Hudſon ipeaks of a flock and a ſheep, which are Integriam and 
menibra ; When he would ſhcew that the whole nature of the genus is not in 
714 ſpecie. | 
Conctiustont*'V. 
Genes and Integrum are both exiſting, and meaſurable by time and 1..ce. 
I find M. Hwuaſos clearly and fully expreffing his judgernent, that Gems 
doth not exiſt, and that it is not meaſurable by time and place : I ſhall 
eſent ſome of his expreſſions concerning this vuliels tro the Reader ; viz, 
1n pape.78. he faith, niverſabty it of another Nature, benig an abſtrat ſe 
tang Notion. Arid againn the fame page he hath theſe: words ; Genus 
being 4 ſetond Notion, exieth not ; but in intelleQuinoltro : habet funda- 
mentum in rebus, non exiſtentiam ; for as it doth exiſt, it is av integral, and 
loſeth his abſtratt nature, wherein the Univerſality doth conſiſt. And aoain 
in page B88, Genus 1s a notion not exiſting. I ſhall name but one place more, 
in page 87. where he expreſſeth himſelf in theſe words ; That Totum which 
iz meaſured by time and place, s an Integral ; for Genus which is a notion, 
. # capable of neither of them, By which, &c. it appears, that M. Hadſo: 
apprehends that this is one main difference berween gems and integrum : 
that gexzs is a notion not exiſting, nor meaſurable by time and place ; bur 
integrum exiſts, and is meaſured by time and place. 
eAnfw, I conceive ard afhrm; that both of chem { genus 2s well as inte- 
um) are exiſting things, meaſured by time and place ; and that both of 
them ſhew their faces in rerwms Nygtora ; and that the Underſtanding finds 
neither of them lurking or lying hid in the bottomleſs pit of non exiltence. 
The exiſtence of ;ntegrwm is ſo palpable and plain, that M. Hudſon hath no 
ſcruple about ir, ſuſpeRs it not in the leaſt meature, bur gives in his clear Te- 
ſtimony concerning the exifence of it ; that he hath ſeen it ſtanding out from 
all his canſes, and that time and place have taken meaſure of ir, or at leaſt 
are able to do it; he affirms thatit is meaturable by both. Oaly I conceive 
that he offers ſome wrong and indignity to gens, to deny it the fame privi- 
ledge. We ſhall therefore plead, (fo far as the laws of Logick, and ancien: 
ſtatutes of reaſon will give in evidence for us)- aad labour to demonſtrate, 
that exiſtence is a priviledge duly belonging to ge» ; and that he cannot be - 
denyed it in the Court of Argumentation, without the violation of the ruce3 


of reaſon. D 2 is 


A Congregational Church isa Catholike Vifble Church. 

Is the touching or handling this cauſe,we ſha'l fpe 1h, ſome things, Firſt, By 
way of Explication; Secondly, By way of Confirmation of the Truth, 
The Queſtion being ſtated, we ſhall give the Explication in ſeveral Prop1- 

HO0S. } 
PRoPosITION L. 

Second Notions are as real as firſt Notions : Argumenta orta are as rea] 
as Prima - — Arguments are as real, true exilticy things, as the very 
firl _—_ rom whence they ariſc ; and have as real a Being and En- 
tity as they. Adam was the firft man, but all his ſons are true men as well 
as himſelf : So thoſe Arguments which ariſe and ſpring from the firſt, as 
their Anceſtors or Predeceſlors, are real Things or Beings, as well as their 
Parents, from which they deſcend. Thoſe which ſome call Nominal (be- 
eauſe the force of Arguing is in the name) yer haye a reality in them, and are 
not meer fitions ; but here. the force of Arguing lieth in the things them- 
lelyes, Definition is not 2 firſt Argument, but is beholding to the firſt 
Arguments for his Birth, Nativity, and Breeding ; and hath derived his 
whole Exiſtence and Being from them ; and yer is not a meer Notion, crept 
into the Underſtanding * man, before it was duely entred and enrolled into 
the Artificial Fabrick of Reaſon ; which is one of thoſe Veſtigia and Im- 
preſhors which the firſt Being hath left behind him.. Thoſe who read in 
the great book of the world, and curn over thoſe leaves and volumes, may 
figd the explication of the quiddity, and being of thirgs, or the bounds of 
their being unfolded; which is nothing elſe, but their detinition. E.Gr. home 
eſt animal rationale, 2 man is a reaſonable creature : this is the definition of 
man. Men and angels could never make this ta be the definition of man, but 
find it made before their eyes ; they gather it up with the hands of their un- 
derſtandings ; which they could neyer haye gathered, if. chere had been no 
ſuch fruit growing in the garden of nature, or in artificio ret... T otwm inte- 
grale is lſied in the number of arifing arguroents, being a ſymbol of the ef- 
teR : and yet is neyer ſo much as charged or accuſed by M. Hudſon, or any 
other (that I haye heard) for non-reality or non-exiftence. We have gained 
thus much already in pleading the cauſe of gevs-s, that bis ortive or derivative 
nature is no prejudice at all co his real being, and exiſtence. We cannot de- 
ry, but that the itmpreſſions of other ſecond notions, haye been extant many 
thouſands of years ; and what reafon have we (if we defirt to deal imparti- 
ally) to ſay, that gems 15 not extant, becauſe it is a ſecond notion? For my 
part, I cannot deny but that it is come abroad in the world, as the.imprefſion 
of the fiſt being, who is author, enti#m & ar:t#m, unleſs I had forme ſpleen 
agaic{t this more then againlt other ſecond oriors ; to which this (if it may 
have i:s right) 1s not inferiour, 
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PROPOSITION IT 

eAbſtrattio vel Agaigears eſt ſejunilio Tipgrloye. The abſtraction of the 
llegtlowpor, is that whereby the underftanding can ſeperate, and ſever the 
arts one from another, that are confounded in the Neg]iuWor ; which is op:zs 
ow aytis faitums., As a Geometrician can take maguitude (length, breadth 
and thickneſs) from a body in conceit ; that is, he can urderftand thole di- 
menfions which are found only in material things,not conſidering or looking 


at the matter, This abſtraction is common to all Arts, there is the impreſſion + © 


of all Arts in the things ; and one may ablirat the workmanſhip of one Art 
from the workmanſhip of ar.other Art. As ſuppole ſeven Artificers have big at 
work in building a Ship; the Carpenter, Smith, Glakter, &c. a man by his 
underftagding "uy lever the work of the Glaher, or the work of the Smith, 
- from the work of the Carpenter, &c, The firlt beigg (having all arts in 
himſelf) hath teft an impreſſion of them in the frame and building of the 
world ; and here a nun by his underſtanding may ſeyer the fabrick of one Arr 
from another, When a man looks upon a Tree, by the eyg of Logick, he may 
abſtra, and draw away the ar:1ficinm logicum from it; he looks upon it as 
bringing forth fruit; and in that relpc he ſees a cauſe and efte& there ; as it 
is of ſuch a colour or quantity, he ſees a ſubjet there ; as it is placed in ſuch 
an Orchard, he ſees iras an adjun& ; as it containes root, body, and branch- 
es, be. finds j»tegrum and membra there ;as it is a Vine,Fig-tree &c.He finds 
Germs and ſpecies there, &c. The Pbyloſopher looks at the artificum phyþ- 
cam: the Grammarian looks at the word, &c, The Arichmetician at the num- 
ber, &c. This abſtraQion is pothing bur ſevering che work and artifice of one 
art from that of another, in my underſtanding ; not conſidering the other 
frames that are there growing together with it. 

As there is an abſtiraRion of the work of one Art from the work of ano- 
ther; ſo there is alſo an abſtraion of ſome part or piece of the work of one 
Arr, from other uu and pieces of the work of the fame Art growirs toge- 
ther with it in the ſame frame. One may abſirat the workmarthip of a Car- 
penter appeating in the frame of the wingowes made by him, ard lcok upon 
that piece of his act, without conſideration of the reſt of the building, or ary 
other part of it, So here I can abſtra& che conlentirg, arguments from the 
relt in my conſideration, or I can leaye them, ard cor:tider the ariiing arg 
gurmerts ; 2s the gems, definition, &c. And this abſtraQtion 15 not a rcal te» 
paration of thoſe arguments and affeRions from the rhings but on:y a mental 
{eparaticn, Whereby a man ſees a thirg diſtin from another, ard looks upon 
ic alone diſtin&tly. 1 can conſider the nature of a thirg whe abſtraR, that 
never ſubliſts by it ſelf but in the concrete. As TI can take colour from a 
body coloured (although no colour can 1ubſilt alore by ir ſelf and corſfider 
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chat quality alone by 1 ſelf in 'its own nature, without confideration of the 
Inbjcct, in which this quality is inherent. $o likewiſe we may abſtrak moy- 
{:ure from the ayre,and confider 1t only in its own nature, as a quality where- 
by a thico is ready to flow our of its own bounds, and to take the fioure 
of another thing, Laſtly, thus we may abſtra& humanity from Socrates, Plato, 
&c. and conceive the zdca of it in our minds, without the conſideration of 
Socrates, Plato, &c. 
i PRoPrEOSIT 10X JII. 

The abſtra&ion of a logi-al nonon from the thing, is no prejudice to its 
exi{tence : when a man by the rule of Geometry ablirats magnitude from a 
body, i: his mind ; it followes rot trom hence, thor there is no magnittide 
exilitng in bodies ; I can abſtra& moytture from the ayr, and corfider ir ab- 
ftra&tvely and {cjur Oively in its own Lature ; ard yer there is moyſture real» 
ly exiſting in nature. | » | 

PRorosITIioNn HIT. 

The abſtraction of gezws, or the general univerſal nature of things, from 
the things themlelugs, by mental confideration ; is no argument to demon- 
(tare the non-cxiftence of pcrfus and univerſals in rerum natura. The ab- 
graX'on of heat from fire, or dryneſs from the earth, or a colour from a bo- 
by coloured, 7. c. the confideration of any of theſe in their own diſtin r.a- 
ture, is no evidence that theſe things are not really exiſting in nature ; fo like- 
wife, the abftration of gexus and univerſality, is no evidence agamſt their 
real exiſtence and 'being in nature ;but a good argument (as we ſhall per- 
ceive preſently } of their rea] entiry, and that they are extant in rerum natara. 
Is there no colour really exiſting, becaule I can abſtra& it? the uniyerſality 
ct things doth not confift in their abſtract narure (as M. Hxdſor p. 78. con- 
ceives ) as the quantity and quality of things confilt not in their abſtrat na- 
rures ; that is, they are not fo, becauſe I difcerne them ; hut they are exifting, 
and therefore 1 dilcerne them, I know not the reaſon why Mr Hndſor: 
ſhould call the rature of things, their abſtra& nature : for the nature of 
thirgs is the lame, when tay are not abſtra&ed and diſcerned;and when they 
are taken into conſideration by our underſtanding. Colours are the ſame 
jecn cr uzleen : our apprehenſton{ cannot” change the nature and property of 
thinos. I carnet aflent co that notion of Mr Hyxdſor p.78. that as the genns 
exills. it loſech his ab{tract nature ; for by that reaſon, nothing exiſting conld 
be abſtracted. I can conlider the nature and definition of integrum, without 
the conſideration of this or that integral ; and yer Mr #1d/0z conteſleth, that 
intcorium is always exiſting, ; 

£ \/PRoPosITLON V. 

The ſubſilteace of univerals ja (ingulars, is no argument of their __ 
ence, 


hs 


$ 
= 


| A Congregational Church is « Cathelthe Viſfble Church. | 
fence, Univerſals are Tubfiftegt in fingulars ; and genus fubſifis in individuals? 
as animal in homine 5 bruto ;and homo in Secraics, Alexander, Cicero,c>c* 
And we muſt look for genus in individars, and there we ſhall find it ; Iris 
where individuals arc, Bur this doth not argue and demonſtrate, that it hath 
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no real exiſtence. Quantity and quality have vo ſubſiſtence, bur in their pro- +3 


per ſubjeRs ; and yer there are-ſuch things really extant in the world. Co- 
lour, favour. and odour, have ro ſubſiſtence, bur in mixt bodies ; and yet are 
real things. There is {uch a thiog as paternity exiſting in the world ; and yer 
cannot ſubfiſt without Filiation ; /ztegram is a real thing, ard yer never ſub- 
fills without his members, And as i»tegr hath his ſubliſtence in his mem- 
bers, {o genus in his individuals. As imtegrim is, where the members are ; 
lo genns is, whece the indyiduals are. A flock is, where the ſheep ace, 
which are the members of that body, There cannat be the whole body with- 
our the head, hands, feet, or members of which it is made, So ir is with ge- 
»#s and ſpecies: there cannot be home Without individuals, as Socrates, Pla- 
ts, (Fc. 

This ſeemeth rather to be an Argument, and demonſtration of the real 
exiſtence of univerſals : for how could they be in fiagulars, if they were not. 
really exiſting ? If quantity and quality are in their proper ſubje&s ; it is cer- 
tain that there are ſuch things in the world, So likewiſe, if univerſals are ſub- 
ſiſting in ſingulars;ic is moſt certain that there are ſuch things in reruns naturd, 

PRoTOSITION. VI, 

Gems is capable of zime, and place, and may be meaſured by both. This 
Mr Hxdſon p. 81. denyeth, but we affime. 

I. Ir is capable of time, and may be meaſured by it, The 
eſlence at a thing lands in the union of matter and form; the 
duratioa of continuance of the atof che forme upon the 
matter, or the holding together of the matter and form, is an 
adjun&t of the efleace : and this is time. 

2. There is a duration of the matter ard forme ct individuals. The mats 
ter and forme of Gabrie{ have continued together above 5 000. years. 
3+. Gabriel, andother individual Angels, have beer cxiſting in the world 

adove 5 OOO, years : his duraziqy, and theirs is meaſured by time. 

4. Hence the 79:52 oeaws, Angel-kind, the whole kind of arge)s were 
created in begining of tiaie, ard have been in the world a certair.e ſpace of 
rimne;thc auratio? of the whale kind is equal with the duration of the wd: vis 
duc 1s, ard is therefore mealured by time, There was a timc when there was 
ro kird of incoullo2pt natures in the werld, <2, the fit 15, hours, when 
tLcre Was notalcg butthe third heaven, ad we argels created; ard chefiift 
matter, aitrer tlic all the ſevera] j:;r:s and kirds of 137095, Y.bich were per- 
{eacd 
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degrees, came into, the world in their order, ſucceſſively one after 
another,all the kinds have continued inthe world for many 1000 years. The 
exiſtence of all theſe kinds is meaſured by time. 

All theſe kinds alſo are meaſured b place : for where the individuals are, 
there are the Kinds. AIl the individals of eyery kind are in ſome place or 
other ; and therefore ir may be truly afhirmed, that all kinds of things were 
ſeated in ſome place or other, The ſtars, the whole kind of them remain in 
the element of fire to this day. I conclude this propofition ; The gerns ſub- 
(ſting in individuals, which are in time and place, in that reſp is it ſelf alſo 
in time and place. 

Having premiſed theſe things, we ſhall now ſtate the queſtion, and oive 
{ome areuments for the confirmation of the truth. 

That which is to be demonſtrated, is, that gexsws is not a notion (as Mr 
TTvdſor p. $1. calls it) rhat is, a meer notion : we ſhall labour to prove that 
genus is not a meer notion floting only in the brain; it is not a meere fan- 
ralme cr fantaſtical thing, exiltino only in iztelleftu noſtro, and no where 
cle : but a real thing, {mrverſalia non ſunt intentionalia, ſed realia; Univer- 
ial things are real things, exiſling in nature,and rebys ipfis, That genns is exiſt- 
ing in rerwes 141474, may appear by theſe reaſons. Ge 

1. Reaſon, Every artificial argument is in rerum natwra, exiſting really in 

nature : 
Gengs is an artificial argument; 
Therefore genus is in rernm natura. 

The Major or firſt propofition is evident, for that is an artificial argumenc, 
which is in arteficio re; :10 the frame, fabrick, and nature of the ching imme- 
diately. 

The Menor is alle clear, that genws . is an artificial argument - for it is ei- 
ther an artificial argument, or a teſtimony ; but it is not a teſtimony : expo. 
It argues rot by an aflumed force as a teſtimony, but in, and of it ſelf. The 
genms 1$ arguing and claiming an intereſt in his ſpecies,as parts of himſelf, be- 
tore any man give teltimor.y of it. 

2. Reaſon, That which may be invented and found in rerwm natwra, is 

in ferum natura 
Gerns may be invented and found in rer#m vatura. 
T herefore gens is in rerun natH9a, 

[nvenire eff 1; rem vemre, t© invent is to come in upon a thing: and ifs 
impoſlible to firde a thing in nature, that is not there to be found, A man 
cannot find fruits or flowers growing in orchards or oardens where they ne- 
yer grew : nor mines of gold, in places where the Sun never made any, 
If genus were not in fabrics rei, in the frame of things ; it could m_ be 
| ound 
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found there. Gen» maybe invented, for it is an argument in the firſt part of 
Logick, which is nivention. 
Reaf. 3. That which may be abſtrafted from the things, is in rernws 
WAINYA. 


Genu may beabltracted form the things. 
Theretore pers is in rerun natura. 
That gems razy be abſtracted, is oranted by Mr Hadſor : and abſtrafted 
and drawn away it could not be, if it were neyer exiſting in the things. Mea 
cannot gather grapes of thorrs, or figoes of thiſtles, where they never grew. 
If gexws were not growing agd ſpringing up 1n the garden of nature, it could 
never be abſtracted and drawn from thence by the confideraticn of our un- 
deritandings. To abltrat (as we have heard) is toſee a thing diltin& from 
another, that grows together withyit in the frame, If magnitude were not 
really exiſting in a body, and adjoyned to it, it could never be abſtracted 
trom it by Geometry. 

Reaſon, 4. Every totum Whoſe parts are real things, really exiſting in nature, 
is it ſelf in rerum ratard. 

.. Genus is a totwm, Whoſe parts are real things,really exiſting in nature; 
Therefore genes it ſelf is in reruns naturd. 

The firſt propoſition is fir and rational ; for there is a reciprocation ofall 
the parts wich the whole. The whole contanies juſt as much as the pars ; 
and it cannot contain ſo much as the parts, if the parts be full of entity and 
reality ; and the whole bea yain thing, having no reality, or real entity, and 
being in it, If gems be a meer fantaſtical thing, and notion, which men have 
got in their crowns, 1t is an empty veſlel, and holds no real entity at all ; and 
then the parts muſt be empty. A veſſel full of ayre or wind is empty, in com- 
pariſon of that which is filled with water or precious liquor, If the ſpeczes 
are real things, and the genxs an empty notion, an empty veſſel, how can it 
hold as much as the ſpecies ? It that be an empty thing, ir pours out nothing 
bur emprineſs into the ſpecies ; and they receive nothing bur emprinels from 
it. Awuimal is as real a thing as homo and brutum : And Homo as real, as 
Socrates, or Plato. 

The minor is moſt true, that ſpecies, eſpecially che individual ſpecies, are re- 
al things : Mr Hxdſe will not deny, that Peter, Abraham, and David.&c. 
are real things. 

Reaſon, 5, That which gives and communicates real eſſence and beiog to, 

other things, & in rorwws nat#r4. 
Genns gives and communicates real eſſence, and being to other things; 
Therefore gen it {elf is in rerwm natura. 
That which is a meer fancafig or RE thing, can give no _ 
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ich is onelyinthe braio'give effenes? If it were onely men- 
tal, ir could not giye being, ; Nihil dar, quod non habet, Tt is a ſtrange thing 
tO conceive that a notion ſhould firin a mars underftanding, and brood to 
many real things : all the ſpecres of things ſhould then have a mighty depen- 
dance upon mens underſtanding: For upon this account, if there were no rea- 
lonable Creatures, having underſtanding to catch and hold this bird ; it 
would imediately make ule of its wings, and flee as an Eagle out of the 
world, and the compals of beings, and vanith into jult nothing. All univer- 
{alls would betake themſelves to their flight, they would all take their leave. 
Burt if there ſhould be bur one rational creature rang in the world, they 
would come flocking in thick and threefold, and build their nefts in his un- 
derſtanding ; and being well ſeated there, would out of their emptineſs pour 
out themſelves as freely upon their ſpecies, and make them as real beings as 
yer they were, 

Genus gives and communicates being to other things, 5. e. to his ſpecies: 
ior genus eff totum partibus efſentiale. The effential cauſes, which conſtitute 
the eſſence, are comprehended in the gen, and the forme. Homo eſt amimal 

"ationale: Animal, a living creature is eflential to man : It containes part of 
the eſſence of man. For the definition layeth out all the effentiall caules. 

Reaſon, 6, If there be a community of nature and kindred berween be- 
ings, and general kinds of things in rerum natura, gens is in rerum nature, 

But there is community of nature ; and kiffdred between beings, 
and general kinds of thirgs in rerwm natura ; 
Therefore gens is in rernm natura. 

I ſhut up diverſe arguments in one, and conclude this queſtion. I know 

no Exception againſt eicher of the propoſitions, I ſee no ground to queſtion the 

: for whar is in the genys but community of nature, and kindred berween 
beings from the firſt ? It therefore ſome {pecial chings have the {ame nature in 
common one wich another ; and if there be ſuch neer affinity and kindred be- 
rween beings ; there 1s genus 1nrerum natura. It there be general kinds of 
things, varia genera TT 1m, there muſt be gent ; for what 1s gens, but the 
general] kinde ? 

The minor, or ſecond propoſition may eafily appear, What is more evi- 
dent then this, that there is community of nature, a kindred between beings, 
ard general kinds of things in nature?” Conſtaat naures, as Angels, haye the 
lame Anoelical nature in common one wich another, divided between them, 
The Elements have one common nature, being a kin, ?, e, of the ſame gene- 
rall kinde one with another. So likewiſe have the Elementaries, which are 
made of them, All liviog thirgs are of a kindred; Things that live the life of 
ſenſe, are of a recrc kindicd : and thoſe that live the life of reaſon, together 
| with 
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with the life of ſenie, have a neer agreement of nature, and are neer a kin one 
to another. Jams. 3. 7. NIdpecu Ti gi ru T5 ardgeniry : hath been tamed of 
the humane nature, or of mankind (as ic is in our tranſlation) which are both 
one for the ſubſtance : all mankind having the ſame humane nature in com- 
mon. Soalfo there is a kindred of Arts (as Cicero {peaks : he afficms that) 

Poetry is a kin to Oratory ; becauſe all Arts have a common Vixcrlum and 

bond, and a certain kindred between them, by which they are contained, and 

held together, &c. 

And that there are diverſe general and ſpecial kinds of things in nature ap- 
peares, Gen,1.11.12,21,24. There are vatious kinds of trees, as a Vice, 
Fig-tree, &c. and ſeveral kinds of Apple-trees under that general kind. Sc- 
veral kinds of living creatures, Fiſhes, Birds, Beaſts ; and diverſe forts under 
one kind - under the general kind of beaſts, there are Lyons, Horles, &c, who 
can reckon up their manifold kinds? There is og. marckind, &e. All 
theſe kinds of things are real things : and all other kiads beſides mankind, 
were come into the world and had a rea] being ard exiſtence before the un- 
derttanding of man was created, and fitted to receive them. They could not 
exiſt then in intelleft noftro: where could they exilt, but in rerum natura? 

We have heard of the agreement ; we are now to ſpeak concerairg the 

diftere otum univerſale,and integr-:le, 
DIFFERENCE I. 

The gens \s a note of the caules; the imegrms is a note of the effect: genres 
and ſpecies are notes of the cauſes and effeQts : and imegram and membra, 
are notes of the\efte& and cauſes. The integrumwis a Totrm, to-which the 
parts are eſſential : they give eflence, 5. e. cauſes. The eſſential caules are the 
matter and form ; theretore theſe parts give matcer and forme ro the whole. 
Every member gives a portion of matter and forme ;"and all members make 
up a common matter and forme of the whole : and of the matter and forme 
ot every part, is made up the matter, and forme of the whole : the matter of 
the whole is made of the matter of the parts ; and the forme of the forme of 
che parts. 

And as theſe contain the matter and forme of the whole, ſo the G21 be - 
iro eſſential ro rhe parts, containeth the matter andecommon forme of the | 
Species, A perfect definition corftaines all the the eflential cauſes of the thing, 4 
which are the matter and form, the general, and proper nature : the forme 
is expreſt, and the matrer is included in the gc, which containes the matter 
and common forme. 


DIFFERENCE II. 
The Genus commanicates his whole eflence, and his whole catire nature 
to the feces. opectes haber naturam generis integram, non univerſam, The 
E 2 v4.5 +. CCA 
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egcire nature of che ge» is in the Species : and in this reſpeR, tor natura 
generts conſervatur in una ſpecie: All the entire nature of man was preſerved 
in Adam ; becauſe the genres 1s effentiall to irs parts : it communicates his 
whole entire eflence to eyery one of them. It 1snot foin integrum ; there 
the parts did give their efſence to the whole, and not the whole to them. 
T here therefore the rule is, quicquid convenitt membro, convenit integro - 
vecauſe the members were eflential to it. But the rule here is, quicquia con- 
venit pgeneri, convenit ſpecicbus ; becauſe the gen is eflential to them. And 
in this reſpe&, ſpecies recipit generts ſui definitionem: not in atty ignatozthe 
definition of the genzs is not the definitipn of the ec:es:we mult not lay ſpe- 
cies eft Genus ; butin au exercits, (as I ſaid) that is, take ary example of 
genu,as Homo is Genus to his individuals : and here the definition of homo is 
communicated to Petey, Man is a reaſonable creature ; Petey is a man; there- 
fore Perey is a reafonable creature. «Animal is indued with ſenſe, a lyon 
is animal.therefore a lyon is indued with ſenſe, 

Mr H#dſon p.79. doth ſomwhat difſent from this : his expreſſions are 
thele, Thongh it be ſaid that tota ratura generis conſeryatur in una ſpecie, 
and by this rule in uno individuo, it muſt be fundamentaliter o»ly, non for- 
maliter, for there is no ſuch univerſality formally in ſpecie, & multo minis in 
individuo. 7 anſwer, That I know no man who affirms that the aniver- 
lality of the gen is in ſpecte formally ; the univerlality is rot there, bur the 
entire nature of man is in Socrate, &c. the evidence which Mr Hadſor: 
brirgs for the demonſtration of this, is, that the nature of an imtegrum cannot 
be preſerved in one member ; his words are, as the nature of a flock 15 not 
reſerved in one ſb:ep, or a corporation im one man ; to uſe Mr Hooket's own 
words. 

Arſw. He uſerh Mr Hook-r's own words indeed, for Mr Hookzy diſputes 
againlt Mr Hdſon, and demonſtrates clearly, that the nature of an i»tegrum 

cannot be preſerved in one member: but he profeſſeth, that he yeilds that 
Which all writers and rules confirme ; that rct.z natura gener conſervatur in 
una ſpecic.If Mc Hudſon can prove that genus & intcgrnm are the lame, his 
inſtances will ſeryeto ſome purpoſe ; otherwiſe they are propounded in vain; 
for a flock is an integrum ; ard fo is a corporation : an individual ſheep 
cannot be a flock ; but an individual ſheep hath the whole entire rature of a 
ſheep in it : there is nothing in th enature cf a ſheep. that is wancrg in this or 
that ndividual ſheep. 
DrirrtRENCE IL. 

The Germs commuricates all his eſſential properties to his ſpecies, but tke 
integrim doth not commuricate his properties to his members. Ce ze is el - 
ſcntal to his ſpecies, communicates his eſlerce and nawuire, ard thetefcre he 
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communicates all his eſſential properties to his ſpecies. Dans formam, dat for- 
mt conſequentia : quirquid iribuiter generi conventt [pecicr, Convenire is to 
come together : all the eſſential properties of rhe ge-zs do come together into 
the world with the Sp-ctes : for nothing can be without his effenual proper - 
ties. If homo be r:ib:il:s, Socrates et etiam rifibilts. If a plant hath feed with- 
in it ſelf, a Vine alſo hath ſeed within it ſelf; Ge,1.11. If art be pradtical, 
Logick is practical, And on the other fide, thoſe properties w hich agree not 
to The genws, agree not ts the Specres, If Art be nota habit, Logick is not a 
tabir : the cacure of a thing and the properties go >oth together. 7 olleus na- 
turas, tollit proprietates : tellens proprietates, tollit naturas. 

I wonder that M. Hdſon p.$0., ſhould affirme, that a gen is not capa- 
ble of adjuns. Thar which hath inherent accidents exifting in tt as its 
own, that us an integral : for a gerus t not capable of them, 

Anſw. Rilibility is an adjundt of man exiſting in» him as his own, it is his 
own propriety. he doth not borrow ir from any other. Ir is a property of 
man firitly, and agrees to Socrates becauſe he is a man. It is a Catholike 
property belorging to mian as man, Homo eſt animal riſibile, is a cacholike 
axiom,Which it,ca!led gg;z, argros $7194 de toro becauſe this is firſt true 
of the whole, and then of the parts ; it is-firft true of homes, ane then of S»- 
crotes, and Plato, Omne animal riſibile eft homes: Omnis homo eſt animal 
riſib:le. Bur it cannot be ſaid truely, that omne animal rifibile eff Plato. 

We have heard that the properties of the. gen are communicated to the 
ſpecres ; bur the preperties of the integrum are not communiaated to the 
members ; for the members are eſlentia] to the integral. Socrates eft. riſibilss, 
y et it cannot be laid properlv. pes Socratis eff riſibilts . Socrates eff capax di- 
ſepine,but you cancot lay that his heel is capable of diicipline Mr Hudſon p. 
93. faith, tht rhis is true only of integrum difſimilare, nor of fimilare. For 
a whole pint of watcr (faith he) doth monſten and cool ; and ſo doth every 

/ 
al 0Ps 

cArnſw, Thele propercies agree to a drop, not as it is a part, or member 
of a pint, but becaule 1: is a ſpecies of water, having the forme of water in it to 
which all the properties do belong. Ore Bee makes honie. not becaule it is 
a memvder of chis twazme, but becauſe it is a ſþrces of Bre in geneea) lavirg 
all his cflential properties. | 

D:rrERENCE MII. 

G:nus communicates his operatiors to his {þ*cies 1 bur art 674M doth cor 
communicate his operatiozs to all h:s members. Al tne cfter.tia] operartons 
of rhe ger are in every {þcves. If the goers commurica;e his entice e2ture, 

rd all his eflential propertics ro his /eci-5, te CON uvnicatcs allo ail ls 
cſlertial operations ; operctto ſequitny ele, If it communicate his CuQlitics, 
ard 
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. and principles of aQtirg. it .communicates his operations : for fraſtra fit po- 


1 O 4 P 
t ptia, que ninquam tcaucitrr in atthum, It 15 true that gens exiſts and acts 


in his ſpecres ; and i#:cgo/117s acts not Wichour his members : If a lar 
ſhincs,the north (tar ſhices, | 

Mr H#dſoz coricivcs tat geras is inefficacious , 7 bat (laith M. Hudſon) 
n ich hath ations ard op:rations of its own, us an inteoral ; for a Gervs is 
not capable thereof. 

Keaſon, 1, Every real being is capable of optrations. 

Genm 15a real beino. 
T herctore geaxs is capable of operations. 

The 194;or isclear ; becauſe operatio ſequitur efſe, the operation of a thins 
tolloweth the being of it. One ens agrt ; becauſe it is propter finem : that 
which is for an end, workes or can Worke for that end : but every being is 
for an end : erp9. 

The 1m1nor, that gez255 is a real being. hath been proy'd before. 

Reaſ. 2. Alecord reaſon that ger is capable of vpeiations, is taken 
from his properties, and qualities; we have.proved that ens iS not empty 
of ſuch things as thole are. 

That which hath proper qualities and principles, whereby it is able to 
work, is capable of operations. 
Germs hath proper qualicics, and principles, whereby he is able to 
worke, « 
Therefore gen is capable of operations. 

We haye made jt evident, that gens hath properties, and proper qualities- 
And fr:-ftra fit potertid, qite nunquam redKuCirny in atllam. 

Reaf. 3. A third realon 1s iromthe ſad conſequence which followes upon 
this poſition. 

If no geaues, no kird of things is capable of operations, all kind ct 
things are made in vaine : 
But all kind\pf things are not made in vaine- 
T herefore gens is capable of operations, 

For it is certain, that no kind of thing can attaine his end without operati- 
on ; Where there is no Tg3t1s, there can be no ynpatia, or well workirg; 
which is the end of every: kird of being. | 

Real. 4- If there be operations proper to eyery. kind, gem 1s capablc cf 

epcrations. 
There are operations proper to every kind, 
Tkerefore gerzs is ccpable of operations. 

There are ſome operations proper to Argel-kird. ſcme to mankind, icmie 


-.) other kinds. To bring forth fruir is proper to a Ire?, rot to be expcaed 
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from a ſtar,&c, To bring forth, and to bear grapes, is proper to a Vine, &e. 
Men do not gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thiftles. Matth, 7.16. There 
are ſome operations peculiar ro lIyons, ſome to Bees &c, I mean, that are 
proper to the whole kind. 
D1iFFERENCE V. 

The name of the geyws may be given to the ſpecies ; bur rhe name of the 
integral cannot be given to the member: becauſe the gems is rorum eſſentiale, 
communicating his Whole nature, and all his effential properties and opera 
tions to his ſpec#zs : and rhe names of things are (utable to their natures 
Homo, the name of a man, is given to Socrates, Plata &c. bur the name 0 
man is nor given to his finger, or toe : for a member hath bur part of the na- 
ture of the whole in it. 

Obj. Pars finularis hath the rame of the irtegrum : mM. mudion p. 8g. 
a drop of water t water. 90, 91, 

Anſw. A drop of water is ſpecies. Aqua, and hec aqua, are genus and 
ſpecies, as Mr Hooker ſpeaks. 
That aq#4 and hec aqua = enus and ſpecies, may appear, 
Ref. 1. Where there is an efſentiall predication of the whole of his part, 
there is genns and ſpecter; 
But in 49#4, and hec aqua, there is an eſſential pradication; of the whole 
of his part, 
Ergo. 

The reaſon is, becauſe gens onely is torum eſſentiale partibus. 
Ref. 2. Hec aqua hath ſome gems. 

But this water hath no gens but water; 

Therefore this water hath water for his gennr. 

Ref. 3. If two drops of water are ej#ſdem generrs, then agua is their ge- 

BHS. 

But two drops of water are ejuſdem gener:s. 
Ergo. 
It is not abſurd that there ſhould be many thouſar.d ſp-cies of water in one 
pailful, and many thouſand nds in ore handful, and many thouſand Bees in 
one hiye. 


DiFFERENCE VI. 
Genus eff Ty qure prins ſpeci: bus, (5 membra intcoro friora : the gerus is 


before bis /pecies in priority of nature, and the member before the mm:corum. 
Fhe reaſon is, becaule genus i$ A note of che caules, y#tegr#m of the cftect : the 
cauſes are in order of nature before the efte&t, and the effect after the caulcs. 
| The genzs is eflenciall to his parts, giving caules to the ſpecres; the members 
are eſſential to the integral, communicatirg efſence to it: the more univerſal, 
oeneral, 
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geaeral, or common any thing is, the more priority of nature it hath, Ani- 
mal eſt prizes homine (eff ewrns termeais communior quam homo homo betore 
Socrotes. 

As nerrs is prive 10 it is nottHs nattralC laritas gener non dependet a clari- 
rate ſpecici, ſed Laic ſje commnieat, (mgulars may be better known to us, 
Cut univerſais are by r2iure be.ter known then ſpecials : Homo is beter 
krown then Socrates, or Plato; eAnimal better known then any of them 
a2d fubltance berter then that : ens 4 primo is better known then any of 
them all - becauſe it drawes neerer to es primmmm Which is notijſumum, C 184- 
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xime intelligibile. Prins & notins natura eadem ſunt.Butthe members are be- 


fore the intgoral in order of nature, for that is made up of the members ; and 
therefore carrot bc before them. A houle cannot be before the foundation 
and ſuperſtruCtion : A tree cannot be before the rovt, body, and branches. 
Mr Heeker p. 255. in his rational difcourle about the nature of imtegrum;, 
made it appear as clear as the Sun, that che members which make-up, and 
conſtitute the whole, are in order of nature before it. Yet Mr Hadſor p. 
219, ſeemcth to plead for the priority of an integral ; aſtuming, cha: = 
natrre cf the Church Catholike, viſible im reſpeit of rhe particulars,ss like to 
the priority of 4 K:inoaomto the parts of it; or of a corporation, in refpett of 
the parts of it Which ts not meant (Jaith Mr Hmnadſon) in a mathematical or 
rechtonical conſideration : for ſo the particular buildings are prima, ard the 
whole city Orta. Tet, (laich he) ſo 27. Hooker wnder ſtands me. 

Arſw. Mr Hooker ſpeaks not of a city only in reſpect of the artificial 
buiidings : but he ſpeaketh of a civil body or corporation, and a politicial 
Kingdom : which bodies politick, and corporations hold correſpondence 
with a city, baving many houſes and buildings in ic ; whicn houſes and build- 
ings are in nature before the whole city ; which is the efte& arifing from 
thoſe cauſes: So likewiſe the members of every body politick, are in nature 
before the entire body it-ſelf, which is made up of thoſe cauſes, Acity in a 
techtonical conſideration may be firſt in intention, perfeRion and dignity, as 
well as a civil, or ecclefiaftical corporation. 

Mr Hudſon ſpeaks, as if a city attended in a techtonical conſideration, 
could not be firlt intended. For Mr H«dſon oppoleth theſe , which i not 
meant (faith Mr Hadſor) in @ techronical confideration, but in regard of in- 
temtions,&C. 

Bur it is a common rule,\thax which is firſt in intention, 1s lalt in execution, 
& contra, The finiſhing compleating the whole city is laſt in execution 


in a techtonica{ conſideration >wwhy may it not be firſt in intention? bur no in- 


rcoral body is firſt in efſence. Mr Hudſon p. 219. afhrms, that the integral 


Church firſt in eſſence ; which Icontcls is above the reach of my ſhallow 
reaſon 


- $7 i mts Y 
I4® » p 0 P \ . FA 
= Ly 
_ 


agg 6g i a Catholike Vifble Cherch. 
reaſon; for the give e to the whole; that is, macter and form?» - 
and the imegram receives eflence from chem ; being a ſymbol of the effe&. 
And how is it poſſible ro conceive that that ſhould be firit in eſſence , that is 
laſt in eflence, receiving his efſence from the eſſence of the parrs ? ; 
. Neither can any ivegrum be filt copnitione diſtintts & noſcibilitate per- 
fefta : it may be notiws nobis analytically , but not notixs natura genetically. 
When we analyſe the frame and workmanſhip of god , we meet with the 
effecs, a" d go from them to the cauſes , which we perceive by their effects : 
bur the cauſes are beter knowne by nature : becauſe as Res ſeſe habent in 
eſſe, 114 in cognoſci, the intelligibility and Cognoſcibiliry of things, followeth 
their Entity and being. | 
Mr Hadſon Pe 275 ſpeaks well and truly , cognitso ſequituy ordinem natu- 
re in ſe, But how the Ki.gdom of Ergland can be known without or before 
the knowledge of the diſtinct parts, I am not able to conceive. A man 
may indeed know the Policy , Laws, and Priviledges; and nor know all the 
ſeverall Towns : but the Towns are not the members of the Laws ard Pri- 
viledges. A man cannot know the body of Laws diſtir&ly. before he knows 
any.of the particular Laws ; For it is certain , that as the eflence of a thing 
conſits in his caules , ſo the knowledge of the eflence of a thing conſifls in 
the knowledge of the Cauſes. The common place of cauſes, is the fountain 
of all Science; Scrrique demum creditur, cu us Canſa teneatur: ut merito dica- 
tur a Potta Felix qui potuit rerum cognoſcere Canſas.Itis a ſpeculative hap. 
neſs , and che foclicity of the underſtanding, to know the Caules of things. 
ut there is bur ſmall happineſs to ee the outfide of the thing,not underſtand. 
ing the eſſenciall Caules , and ingredients into the eſſence , and being of it : 
A man may as well know the nature and efſence of a thing diftinAtly , with- 
out the krowledge of his diſtin& nature and eflence; as know a thing di- 
ſtin&tly, without knowledge of his Cauſes, | 
We have heard of ſome conſeRaries, from the definition of Genus; I ſhall 
obſerve wo things from the definition of ſpecies ſpecialiſſima (which is that 
which cannot be divided into other fpecies.) The firſt is that individunm eſt 
ſpecies, The ſecond is. that though _ es ſpecialiſſima cannot be divided 
into other ſþ-cies, yet it may be divided into members, 
I. /ndivilumm eſt Yþecies | 
Every fingulac, or individuall thing 1s a ſb-crer, 
Touching this queftion I ſhall firlt explicate, ſecondly centirm the Truth. 
1. The cxplicaton may be g'ven in thele following theſes , or poſitions. 
Tnarsrs. L 
| The vaxiatioa onely of {cicuation or Accidents, is not ſufficient to vary the 
fpecres 


F 1, Here 
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3. Here I corcurre with Mc Hadſor p. 91. This man is an Engliſh man; 
This Engliſh man is-a Suftolk man; This Suffolck man is an Ipſwich man, 
This przdication is denominatio Adjunite perſone a ſubjettis. If a man re- 
move his habitation from one Country to another, or from one Land to ano- 
ther,this make him not another ſpecies, As it is ſayd Calum non-aninun-weu 
tant cs. fo I may ay , Calum nop! ſpeciens mutant,qui trans mare currunt, 
The place is but a SubjeR, and nat eflentiall , and cannot make an cfſentiall 
difference berween a man and himlelf. 

2, Augmentation in ſtature,old Age,&c. make. not a. ſpecificall difterence; 
gradss non variant ſpeciem. 

3-Variation of ſex doth not vary the fpecres;the ſame perſon may be Mas, 
& feming. An Hermaphrodite, or Androgyne, is not two perſons or ſþecves; 
and yet is both man and woman. | 

4. Various ſpecies muſt be various things , between which there is an eſ- 


ſentiall difference. 


LULSLS. Ft. 

Various ſpecies mult fall under the eflential predication of ſome kind, which 
is of a more general or comprehenſive nature : — eſt pars gaweris; and 
the Germs 15 totum partibus eſſentiale : there mult be therefore.an efſenciall 
przdication of ſomething more _ upon ſomething more ſpecial, as Ho- 
mo, eft Animal: Hee A qua, eſt aqua. 

THrEesrs. III. 

When we ſay Socrates eſt Homo, there 1s an effentiall przdication. of Ho. 
mo, Which is more generall ; upon Socrates, which is more ſpeciall. #{omo is 
eſfſeatiall to Socrates , and comprehends Socrates and Plato under him : this 
Mc Hudſon p. 89. grants frecly. 

T3034 64 LLÞ'21. 

Socrates and Plato are oppoſita,oppolite one to another: they are diſpatata, 
that is, ſuch things whereof one is oppoſed to many ; in like manner as a 
blew colour is oppoſed to red, green, &c. in like manner Socrates is oppoled 
to Plato,Cicero, Ariftotle,equally to one as well as to another, Hence Socrates 
and Plate, are not only diverſe,diflenting in ſome logical reſpe&; but oppoſite, 
diſſenting re > ratione, Pigs +: indeed, they diflent in their own nature , ag 
they are things ; there is a bar in their natnre , they are ſer ne againſt ano- 
ther, that they can never be one and the ſame ; as black cannot be white. So- 
crates and Plato are two , qQne cannot be the other , there is an cfſentiall dif 
ference between them. NN. 

Taurs1s. V. 

Socrates and Plato are diſtinguiſht one from another by their-proper and 
efſentiall formes, As a man and a lyon differ in their conunon forme,lo Socr a- 
tes 
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es and Plato in their proper form. All xion is fuftlyfrom che form; 
hereby a thing is that which it is, and is therefore by this iftinguiſhed from - 
all other things. All efſenriall diftinRion and oppoſition is from the forms of 
things; t iffer not” only accidentally , bur ally one from the other, 
* and are diſtineuiſht one from another by their eſſential forms, 
T WES 21S YL 
The numericall difference berween Socrates and Plato, is an Argument of 
cheir ſpecificall diftinRtion : it includeth and implieth an efſentiall difference 
between things , being diſtmguiſhe by their proper individual eſſential] 
forms, It is true, that our intelleQnalls are ſo wounded by the Apoſtacy of 
the firſt man, that it is exceeding hard for us to find outthe forms of things : 
we are forced many times to deſcribe the forms of things by their accidents; 
as we are conſtrained to deſcribe the Elements by their __ qualities ati- 
fing from their forms : yet every one'of them hath a proper forme. The exi- 
ſence of every thing is from all the cauſes : nothing can exiſt and be that 
which iris , withour irs proper form. And the difference of the proper form is 
no leſs then the difference of the common form, but rather greater, L2ok how 
much grearer the {militude and agreement is berween Singulars in-regard of 
their common forms, {6 much greater is the difference of their proper forme. 
The difference and oppoſition of contraries is the greateſt and (trorgeſt; and 
yer they communicate ih the ſame ger : theſe are more oppoſite one to ano- 
ther.chen things that are not under the ſame gerws: white and black are more 
itt , then white and bitter , &c, Gravia bella fratrum, To differ (o 
numerically.is to differ formally ; to differ in number,is to difter in forme: for 
number is an affeRion or proper adjun<t following the eſſence. Socrates and _ 
Plato have rwo diſtin forms: hence they difter in effence ; hence they have 
rvo diſtic& eſſences and beings ; hence they are two : one cannot be the 
other, they cannot be both one and the lame - hence they differ numerically 
one from the other. Where there is one humanity and eflential forme of man, 
there is one eflence of man, and one man - and where there are two humani- 
ties,and efſeniall, proper,individuall forms of man, there are two men: herce 
they differ numerically , and one is not the other, or the ſame with the 
other. Socrates is not Plato, but is rumerically different from him Socrates is 
one , and Plato is another : As London is one city , and 70k another. The 
difference of number is nothing bur che difterence of the proper and indivi- 
duall forme, 2nd to differ in numter,is to differ in forme: rwo men have two 
different forms , rwo Lyons have wo different formes. If Socrates and Plate, 
or any other individuall men differing in number , ſhould not difter in efſence 
and forme , they ſhould differ only accidentally one from the othec ; as one 
man differs from himlelf , os as Socrates 1n his old age, differs from Socrates 
F 2 in 
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in his Mb. 4 , and differing onely in accidents , not in eſ- 
ſence. Secrate: ſhould be Plato; and Plato, Socrates. And whene Alexander 
rides Bucephalus , eAritotle fis in the flame ſaddle : and it were impoſlible 
not to ſer the faddle upon the right horle ; for every horſe is the ſame ciſen- 
tially ; and he that tealeth one horle , he ftealeth all the horſes in the world; 
becauſc the eſſerce of the one is the ſame with the eſſence of the other. There 
is 2 difference indeed in accidents, but none in effence; there being (according 
ro this accompr? no efſenuall or tubſijantall difterence berween them. Lally, 
Hence there is (upon che ſame accompr , n> eſflential ard ſubſtantial mag in 
the world.but only Ideal: for all generals ſubſiſt in individuals,and individuals 
onely ſubſit in themſelves, It therefore individuals differ not eflentially one 
from another but only accidentally”; there is no tubſtantiall or efſentiall man 
ſubfitng by bimleif - becauſe individuall mea only fubſilt in themſelves. If 
therefore no individuall, proper, eflential, humane forme , there is no indivi- 
duall effentiall aan ſubſilticg ; and therefore ro individuall fubſianciall man 
in the world. Every individuall man is an accidentall man , havirg no proper, 
ſubftantial. individual form or eſſence. He that hath no ſubſtancial proper form 
hath no ſubRantial proper eflence ; and therefore cannot be a tubſtantial in- 
dividual man. And hence there is no ſubſtactial individual man in the world, 
but only ideal and common : and Secrares and Plato ſhould difter eſſentially 
no more one from another then Door A1ar:#», and Doctor Luther. Buc the 
truth js , they have not one and the ſame eflence, but difter in their effenciall 
forme one from another. For an accidentall forme cannot be the prune and 


prixcipall eſſential] Cauſe of a ſubſtarce. | 
Tar. VIP 


The name agrees moſt properly to Individuals Specses of the old verb ſpe. 
£40 to fee, or behold ( as we have heard) figniheth the viſible face or appear- 
ance of a thing. a fight or thirg ſeen ; the Greek word JG of &Sw, video, 
fgnifyeth a viſible ſhape , forme , image or repreſentation of a thing : (as we 
have heard che reaſon is, becauſe individualls are oneiy viſible in themſelves, 
we may ſee ſome of their faces daily with our bodily eyes. Generalls cannot 
beſcen bur in individualls; man cannot beſeen, but in Secyater,and Plaro, and 
other individualls. It is clear therefore , that the name which is a note and 
repreſentation of the thing , ſutes beſt of all with fingulars and individuals, 

Tarts 1s. VIII. 

Logicians will grant, that #ndirvidurm eft ſpecies, Not onely Ramns, Bey- 
buſir.s Snellins, Gutberleth, 4c. but Ariſtotle will grant it: He teſtifyerh that 
the /aft and lowelt generall kindes are next above the indiyidualls ,as man is 
Ariſt. ti. 3. above individuall men, Extrema, ſeu ulttma ginera ſupra mdivi- 
Mecaph-c-4. dua ſunr, nt Homo, I migit cafily nanie ſeyerall Authors who 

CON- 


> 


I * 1. / 
—_ 


HM Congr C(lareh & 8 Carbs, Charch. s 
conceive,that Home is the Gemns of Individuall men;and charindividuall men - - 
are ſpecies. Bur thoſe ate onely inducements, cor convincements , being onely * | 
inartificiall Arguments. We ſhall therefore (having propounded thelic prepa- 
ratives and explſſations ſomwhar helping to underſtand the Caule in hand) 

eſent-ſome Artificiall Argumencs and reaſors for the demonſiration of this 
truth, chat 

Individuum eft Species. , 
Singular Lyors are fecies of lyon in generall, Socrates Cicero, eAriftotle, 
Solomon, Plato Fc. arc ſpecies of Homo. 
REea$SON, I. 
If Homo be the Genws of Socrates and Plato, Secrates and Plato are 
Spretes of Homo, | 
But Homo is the Genus of Socrates and Pl:to ; 
T herefore Socrates and Plato are fpectes of Homo. 

Maior: Genus and ſpecies ſtand in a mutuall reſpeR,and look one to ano- (4 
ther, 1o that ms cannot be Germs, Socratis + Platoon, unleis Socrates ard 
Platoare ſpecies Hominss: Genus , as fuch , hath an eye upon his ſpecres , and 
retpects nothirg elſe in the world : As the Caule argues nothing bur his efteR, 
{o the Gems aigues rothirg but his Specres. 

Minor, The proof therefore of the mw#nor is molt of all here to be atrended, 
viz.. That Homo is the Genus of Socrates and Plato : which may appear 
thus, 
Re:ſe 1. That to which the definition of Gerns apgreeth, is Gems: 

Bur the definition of G-nws agreeth to Home, as he liandgsin refpeR 
to Socrates and Plato ; | 

Therefore Homo is Germs, as he ſtands in reſpe& to Socrates and Plats. 

Genws is torum partibus eſſentiale; and Homo is totum partibus eſſentiale, 
oiving eſſence to Socrates, Plato, and the relt of his individualls. | 


O 


Reaſ. 2, If Homo Rand in the fame reipeRt to his individualls , in which 
Animal (ftand>s ro Homo and Brutwm; Homo is the Genas of all indivi- 
dual] men - 

But Homo ttands in the ſame reſpeR to his Individualls , in which Animal 
fands to Homo ard Brutum ; 

Therefore Homo is the Ge-nxs of all individuall men, 

AMajor prob, It Homo reſpets and argueth his individual's , as Arimal 
reſpects and argues Homo and Bru: m , Homo hath the affection. and reipe&t | 
ofa Genus to bis iedividuails ; For Animal hath the affetion of a Genr: to a 
Homo and Frurum , and therefore , that being oranted, there is as good rea= 
ſon that Homo ſhould be Gerns to individuail men. 

Minor prob. Home ſtands afteQed as much and in like manner to firgula® 
: P23 Fs, men, 
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Homo is more general then Socrates,&c, Doth Animal comprehend Homo 
& Brutum > Homo cotnprehends Sotrates, & Plato, and all other individuall 
men under him.Is 4:imal efſentiall to man and beaſts? Hois a8 eſſential to 
Socrates and his other individuajls. Doth Animal communicate himfelf, and 
his whole effence to Homo? Hame is as liberall to Socrates, and Cicers, and 
his other individualls ; keeps nothing to himſelf, but unlocks all his treafures 
of humanity , ard beſtowes all his whole eſtate , and all his hamane excellen 
cies , his entire nature, matter, and forme, his name, dionity, nobility, ard all 
his tides of honour upon Socrates , & his other indivituall , and challerg:th 
as greatan intereſt in them , as A-imal can challenge in Homo and Brutum. 
If Homo can fay,I am Animal; Socrates can ſtand upon the ſame termes with 
Homo, and ſay Iam Homo. If Home can ſay Animal is mine, and all that he 
hath: Socrates can fay Homo is mine, and all that he hath. ; 

Reaſ. 3. Homo is either genus, or ſpecies, in reſpeR of individual men : 

But homo is not ſpecves, in reſpect of individual men ; 
Therefore homo is genus in reipect of individual men. 

- CAajor. Homo ſtands in ſome reſpect to individuals and fingulars : Let 
any man put any other reſpect upon homo, as he reſpefs his fingulars, but 
either gezus Or ſpecies. 

Miner. Tt cannot bea ſpeczes (as ſome would have it) for it is called 
ſpecies onely in reſpe& of his gens. If ir be a ſpecies of ſingular men, of Se- 
crates, Plato, &c. then thole individuals muſt be his genus, and Socrates 
ſhould be more general then homo, But it is clearer then the light of the fun, 
that homo is more general. 

Reaſ. 4. It all individual men are ejxſdem gener, of the ſame kind, a/l 


comprehended under mankind , homo is genus, 


- Bur all indiuidual men are ejwſdem generis, of the lame kind, all 


comprehended under mankind ; 
Therefore homo is their genus 
What elle can be their next | hos ? 
EBS AN II. 
If the definition of ſþecres agreeth to Sorrates ard Plato, Socrates and Pla- 
ro are ſpecres : 
But the definition of ſpecies agreeth to Socrates and Plato; 
Therefore Sorrates and Plato are ſpecres, 
Minor prob. Species eſt pars geners., a parc of the kind : Socrates and 


| Plato are _ of mankind/; they are of that Rock and kindred, compre- 


hended under that kind, ant are parts of it. They can be no other bur parts 
of mankind uniyerfally confidered. If all the men in the world ſhould be 


anni- 


« "4 Ctigrey ational Churoh ir x Carholike Vifibte" Orr ch. 
annibilated but Socrares and Plats, there were yet a part oftriimkind rethain- © 
ing in the world. | - 

Reason III, 

Thoſe pasts which have the Entire nature, matter, forme and properties of 

the Kind communicated to them, are ſpecies . 
Socrates and Plato have the entire nature, matter, form and proper- 
ties of the kind communicated to them ; > 
Therefore Socrates and Plato are ſpecies. 

Major , It is proper to the: ſpecies ( as we haye heard ) to have the Entize 
nature and properrits of the genws communicated to it. If a member had rhe 
Entire nature of the Gems communicated to it, a member were an int egrum. 

Minor, Socrates eſt Animal rationale, and hath the whole nature of Ho- 
2, and all his properties communicated to him: he is R:i6:455 , and hath all 
humane properries which are effengall ro the whole kind, 

REeasSon. I11I11. | 

Thoſe things which have one and the fame common nature, and are ſpeci- 

fically diſtinguiſht one from another, are ſpecres - 
Socrates and Plato have one and the ſame: common nature , and arc 
diſtinguiſhed ſpecifically one from another. X 
Therefore-Socra/es and Plato are ſpecies. 
The Major is evident primo aſpeits : The minor ſhall be cleared. 
Thoſe which are diſtinguiſhed one from another by their proper 
efſentiall forms , are ſpecifically diſtinguiſhed one from another - 
Socrates and Plate are diltinouiſhed one from another by their 
proper efſenciall formes ; | 
Therefore Socrares and Plato are ſpecifically diſtinguiſhed 
one from another. 

We haye made it clear in ſome of thoſe Theſes which we have propoun- 
ded, that Secrates and Plato are diſtinguiſhed one from another, not acciden- 
tally, bur by their proper efſentiall formes: and that to differ numerically, is to 
difter by thcir proper forme, 

Rrason V. 
Speciall beings comprehended acd contained under that which is more ge- 
nerall, are ſpecies, 
Socrares and Plato are ſpeciall beings comprehended under that 
Which is more generall ; 
T herefore Socrates and Plato are ſpecies. 

What are ſpecies , but ſpeciall beings i. c., ſuch beings as have a moxe ſpe- 

ciall nature and forme comprehended and contained under fome more gene- 


rall head ? | 
: | Indiyiduall 


_ 


< _—__— CONT ID q ET Ep OT ig fr, "ha waen wet Ee een gag ws LS. hats 
y = 4 4 . 


| ein. do 
ata I. as <4 WE I Ne g — ONREEIRSS PP" IP 
—_”" "TH . = ©" * Sas. Ss. a F 7 %.- p b % p - * 
. «4 | G 4 , CI , 94 5 : _— jc . 4 - 7 
* . '# us Sa. < " - p _ — k. | Pa . , : #'bs y ,- S N -” 
wh ITT EO Gs Y Ste "ta £.\- "is. J ce _ ” 
EW" ? . =; I # . | . . . s . 1 
i 5 p 


Individuall mea are ſpeciall beings,8&c Socrates and Plaroare ſpeciall mea, 
eact havirg a ſpeciall forme{as we have heard ) they are ſpeciall men , more 


Contracted then Homo in Genere. Whatloever 1s more contracted, is more 


Ipeciall : Buc the [dea of Plato or Socrates is more contraſted then the /dea 
of Homo in generall ; therefore they are more ſpeciall: Socrates is not a gene- 
rall, bu: a ipeciall man, havirg a ipeciall nature , beſides his common rature. 


_ Socrates ſprings not trom the tame ſpeciall individuall principles out of which 


P 1i:to is 'made. OR 
REeason. VT. 
Singular parts, bearing the name. of the whole, are ſp:cies 2: 
Socrates and Platoare fingular parts, bearing the name of their whole; 
Therefore Socrates ard Plato are ſpecies. 
A member not having the Entire nature of the /nregrup , is never called 
by the name of the /nregrnum, as we haye heard. Bur the ſpecres havirg the 


* Whole eſſence , and definition of the Gems in it, is called by the name cf the 


Gents. 

A foot not having the Entire nature of Howo in it, is not called Homo: But 
Socrates baving the Entire nature of humanity. in him ,-is called Howe. He 
hath integram naturam hominis in ſe, There is nothing ia humanity, which is 
not to be found in him : and therefore the name of man may well be g'ven to 
him ; heis an intire man. Qui habet hamanitatem in ſe iptegram , eſt: homo; 
Socrates habet humanitatem 3n ſe integram , Ergo Socrates eſt homo. 

The ſecond thing to be obſerved concerning ſpecves ſpecraliſſima, is this 
concluſton which followeth. | 

Although ſpectes ſpecialiſſima cannot be divided into other ſpecies , yet it 

may be divided igto members, | | 

Socrates Who is ſpecies ſpecialiſſima may allo be corfidered as an [nte- 
grum, & ſo be divided into members. An indiyiduall Vine cannot be divided 
into more {p-c#es ; but as it.containeth root , body , and branches , it may be 
divided into members, . 

Diver; reſpe&s may fall upon the ſame things ,or.may concreſcere and grow 
tegether upon the ſame ſubject. Dialeftica concreſert cum ſeixſa, & cum airs 
omnibus concreſoentibus, A ſmoular vine, as it beareth grapes, is caxſa: as it 
exiſts from its principles or cauics it is an effe : as irfiards in the vineyard 
it is an adjur@: as it cent2iferh root. body and branches, there are #megr:295 
& membri: As it reljects a vire mm gener”, it's ſpecies, The definition, ruie 
and notion of ſpecies and 45 *£791/ ATE different; mnregrum- and freci-s are d'- 
verſe ard various Logical reſpe&ts, which cannor-be the ſame ore with 200. 
rher;yet the ſame thing which is /xregr&m,may allo be ſþ crer, Suppole a man 
ſhould reajon thus , that vine which hach root, body, and branches,is an - 
tegrum 
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tegrum : this individual vine hath root, body, and branches ; therefore this 3 
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individual vine is an i»tegrum. It may appear from hence, that which is ſpe- 
cres ſpecialiſſima, may be allo entegrum. And this may ſerve to make one of 
our former principles appear With greater clearneſs and eyidence, viz. that 
the entire nature of the gen 1s in the ſpecies : the entire nature of a vine is in 


this individual vine. In like manner every individual church hath the entire 


nature of a church in it. An individual church is a ſpecies, as it reſpeRts 2 
church in general, under which it is comprehended ; yet as it -containeth 
members, it is an integral. Hence it is that every individual church containeth 
members, becauſe it is an i7regrum; and yer is a ſpecies as it Rands in reference 
to 2 Church in gexere, Hence alſo a Church genere may be laid to haye 
members and officers in it , not conſidered under the nature of Genes (The 
Arguments of Gexus and [ntegriam cannot be the ſame: Gen ard integrum 
cannot be the ſame iz» Attn ſignato) but becauſe the Sþecres Specs. liſſima con- 
raineth members as it is [ntegrums ; And this ſpectes Specialiſſina 15 compre= 
hended under the ge7s. In this ſenſe a Ges nay be truely faid to have of- 
ficers in it. This Mr Hzdſor p. 2. denicth, his words are, A Genus rs nor ca- 
pable of officers. A. It is true in atts ſignato, but that which is Genms, com- 
ptchending the ſpecies and individualls which containe members may in that 
reſpeCt be faid ro com rehend members and officers. This may appear by 9b. 
ſervino ſome formes © — which may be propounded, Ex. oy, Every 
entire Eccleſiaftical body politick containeth officers, & other members: Poſton 


Church is an entire , Eccleſaſticall body politick ; Therefore Boſton Church _ 


containeth officers and members. This Argumentation is 4 genere ad ſpecrem: 
An entire Ecclcſuaſtical body politick is the Genws , and Boffon Church the 
ecies.This may ſerve to anſwer that Argument which Mr Hadſz p.$4.85, 
6.uſeth, to prove that the Church Catholike js an integral,taken from the ſe- 
veral appellations which are gyro to the Church Catholike in ſcripture, 7t rs 
called 4 body,a kingdom.a tabernacle, a city,an army,a (heepfold, a wheat field, 
« barn-floer.a drag-net, a loaf of bread. Now all theſe (faith M. Hudſon p.86,) 
and many more appellations have no analogie to 4 genus. but to an Integrum. 
I ac {wer , that thoſe and ſuch appellations are firlily and properly appelia- 
tiors of an integram,having Analegic to T otum irtegrale. But this tetum m- 
regrale is ſpecies ſpecialiſſima; or every 1ndividuall Church being fpecres (pe- 
cialiſſima, 1s allo an integrum, and containeth members : and the gen1 com- 
prehending all his ſpecies under him, it comprehends the ind:ividualls with all 
their members under it,or wjthin it ſelf. Hence thoſe appellacions v hich are 
given to an individual Church, are oiven to the Churchin Gererai. Q+ic- 
guid affirmatur & n:gatur de ſpecie , etiam affirmatur & negatir de genere 
particulariter: Et quicquid eſſentiale affirmatur & "_—_— de genere, affirma- 
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A Coifregational Charch is a Catholike Vifhle Church. 
1f a Church bv: a body, then this or that individual Church is a body and 


all che members, of ic arc gyax2us orc and the lame body, of cone a:.d the 


ſame Corporz.tion. 
A Church is a bodie : 


Boſton corg:cgation Is a Church ; 
Theretore Boſton corgregat on is a bode. 
Mr H#ſdor p. $4. ſaith, thata Germs 13 no body. 

A. Yet a body or Tntegr 2 conſidered in Gerere is Genns, Mr Fook oy 
p. 85. doth not tay that a G-#s is a body , and the particular, /þectes are 
frly joyred regerher ard compacted, by thar w hich every j:5yct tupplyerh; as 
Mr Hwsaſon iclinuates - But Mr Hockey p. 268. aſhrmeth thar the particular 
members of a congregation are compaRted toge. ker , ard where there ate 
mar.y particular Cl.urckes rhere 1s Totum gener icum exiitins, 

I might lay the like of che other appellatinns ; 

A Church is a K-ngdom, Tabernacle, Temple, City. &c. 
Bf} or. corgregation is a C_burch; 
Therefore Boſton cong:ega:ion is a Kingdom , Tabernacle, Tem- 
ple, Citie &c. 

We have heard of the rules concerrirg Geyus ; we now proceed to the 
application of thoſe rules to the queltion in hand, where we ſhall firlt re- 
turn anſwer to Mr Hadjon his Arguments. Seco::dly propound reaſons ten- 
ding co proye that a corgregatioral Church is a Cacholike © hurch. 


CuaPTefeR IIIT, 


C ontairins an anſwer to My Hudſi.n bis Arguments Propornded in his 
fourch chapter ; wherein he Iaboureth to prove, that the Church 


, 


Catholicke viſibie, is one Integral, or To:um Integrale. 


Cannot enlarge as I would ; 1 ſhall therefore rerurn a brief anſwer in theſe 
teveral conciufions folluwing. ; 


Concrus1on I. 
To'um grnericum-exiftit in rerum ra:xra. | he general or Univerſal whole 
1s really cxiſ'iro in nature, See the fifth Concluſion concerning the agrec- 


men: bcriween Ge,rzms & [ ntegrume T his aa{wers Mr Hypgaſor his fictt Argu- 


ment p, 78, 79+ 
ConcLlusion IL. 
T otttm1 gereyierm h-vet piries eCXITTA partes. See the firſt concluſion COA- 


ceraing the agreemen: of Genrs and intecrum. This ac{wers Mc Hwiſon his 
{cond argument. p, 79. | 
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A (ongregational Church i a C atholike Vifble Church. 
Concrusion ITN. s 
Individual Chriftians , which are not members of any parcicular congre- We 

gation , are nor formally politicall Church members, Viſtble faints are the - © 
matter of a vitible Church ; and in that reſpe& may be faid to be members 
Materialtter , but not formatliter; becauſe they are not confederate. The 
woman of Canaan was a viſible ſaint and beleeyer , yet was rot formally 2 
member of the Jew;ſþ Church: A proſelyte was called filins federis , a ſon of 
the covenant, 

A regenerate man excommunicated, is no Political Church member, The 
Apoſtles were members of the Church at Jeruſalem, As 1. verſ. 2, 3,13, 
14, &c. The Apoſtles had an extraordinary commiſFon and influence into 
all Churches : But this is not ſufficient to demonſtrate that all Churches 
made one integral. This may ſerve to anſwer Mr Hwdſons third Argument 

. 79, 80. 

OY Concrusion IIINT. 

A Genms is capable of inherent Accidents. See the third difterence berween 
Genus and Integrum. 

A Church compacted according to the inſtitution of Chriſt , is viſible, 
beautifull, terrible. 

Boſton Church is compaQted according to the inſtitution of Chriſt ; 
T herefore Boffor Church is viſible, tertible, beautiful. 

By this manner of reaſoning, 4 genere ad ſpeciem, it is evident) that thoſe 
accidents ro properties do firftly belong to the genws,or to a church in gener: ; 
and then to an iadividual Church, as a ſpecies of that gen, 

A genus is allo capable of being m4; us and minus,in attu exercito. Man- 
kind is capable of increaſe : vertue ſhall increaſe at the calling of the Jewes : 
I: humility, chaſticy, juſtice, faithfulneſs , and conrentation' which are the ſpe- 
cies of yertue ) ſhall increaſe, then vertue which is the gen ſhall increaſe; 
when injuſtice abounds (which is ſpecies peccatr) peccatum (Which is the 
£14) abounds : If the ſpecies be extended, the genus is extended allo; Oxic- 
quid affirmatur & negatur de ſpecie, etiam aff;r matur & negatur de genere 
particulariter. That the genus may be mutable agd fluxile , we have heard. 
See the firſt conc'ufion concerning the agreement of genurand integrum.Genu = 
alſo is meaſurable by time and place. See concluſion fift concerning the agree- = 
ment of gens and /mt:grum. Thele may antwer Mc Hudſon bis fourth Argu= 
ment.p. 80, 81, 

Conclusinn V, 

A genus may be capable of admiſſion and ejeRion of parts, See ſecond 
Concluſion concerning, ſpecies ſpecialiſſima, wherein we may find an anſwer 
tw Mr Hudſon his fifth Argument p, 81.82, 
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al Church 1s a Catholike Viſible Chu 
Conclinsion VI. 

A Genu way be capable of officers. See concluſion ſecond, concerning 
ſpecies ſpecialſſima, | | 

Every entire compleat Eccleſiaſtical ſociety or Church is furniſhed with 

officers, . 
Boftou congregation is a compleate intire Church , or a compleate 
Eccleſtiaſtical ſociety 
T herefore Boſton Church is furniſhed with officers. 

This is part of an anſwer to Mr Hadſon his ſixth Argument p, 82. I ſhall 
add a word more to fill up the an{wer. 

There are no habituall officers in the Church : all officers in the Church 
are actuall officers, Habitual officers are 0» Ens poſſibile , quod non et ſed 
poteſt eſſe. Lawyers may in this ſenie be called habitual officers of the 
Church, for they may officiate in a Chuich when they are ca!led. 

ConcLlus1O0n VIL 

The Church Catholike hath ations and operations of its ownzit is , true 
that ir exiſts and acts in its Individualls , yer his properties are his owne, and 
ſo likewiſe are his operations. See the fourth difference berween Gen and 
Inregrum. This antwers his ſeventh Argument p. 82. 

ConcrinusioNn VIII. 

The ſeveral Appellations which are given to the Church Catiolike, are not 
a ſufficient demonſtration , that it 1s an Ihtegrall. See concluſion ſecor.d con- 
cerning ſpecies | Hp ein This ter Mr Hudſonhis eighth Argument 
alſo his ninth Argument p. 86, 87. 

Conclus Fon IX. 

The inviſible Church /not being diſtinguiſhed into ſeveral political bodies) 
may be an / rtegrum- yet the viſible politic al Church , diſtinguſhed into, leve- 
ral corgregations, may be a gens: ard thole ſeveral congregations, the leye. 
ral ſpecres. The name of the whole may be given to one, and not to the 
other. A thouſasd viſible beleevers in confarderation one-With another, &c. 
may be called a viſible Church: Bur a thouland inviſible faints cannot be cal- 
led an inviſible Church. Here is no viſible political vimcalrnm or bond to bind 
all Churches together in one Integral body. This may anfwer Mr Hwdſors 
his tenth Argument. p. 87. 

| ConclusioNn X. , 

The Church covenant is not onely a covenant between man and man , but 
alſo between God and man. We read of rwo faves, Zach. 11,7, 10, 14. 
Beantie and Bands : there was not onely a covenant between man and man, 
fignifyed by bards ; but alſo a covenant , which God made with his people, 
honifyed by his Ra, beaury. We may find this double covenant expreſt 

G0 ; Iſazah 62.5* 


rch. 


AC ongregat io 


p., 54 85. An 
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A Congregational ( burch is a Catholihe Tiſcble Cherer. 
Iſaiah 62.5. cAs a Fridegroom rejoyceth over the bride , ſo ſhall thy God 
re'ojce over thee, Here is implyed a covenant berween God and his people. 
And as a young man marricth a virgin , ſo ſhall thy ſoxs marry thee. There 
is implyed a covenant between man and man. When we enter into *Church 
coverant, we binde our lelyes ro God, and to our Bretheren , to walke with 
God and one with another, according go the rules of divine politic, We 
make not the Covenant between man Gi man the forme of the Church. 
Here Mr H#dſon is nuſtaken : who 2ſhrmes , that the covenant of particular 
CONOYQAHIONS KS A COVenant berween man and man: eAnd-this ( [aith 
Mr Hudſon) we make the form of particular congregations, See Mc Hudſon 
P4g.. 90: 
Concrlrusion XL 
Baptiſme is an adjunct priviledge of a political Church member, as cir- 
cumcifion was a priviledge of the members of the /ewsſh Church;Gez, 17 * 
Thole As 2, were admired into the Church, and then Baptized. they are 
ſaid to be Baptiſed in the name of the Lord Teſws ; not becaule the Apoltl es 
could alter the forme of Bapriſme pre ſcribed by Chriſt(they were to Baptiſe 
all i» the name of the Father, & in the name of the Son, of the holy Ghoſt. 
Math. 28. 19.) but becauſe they ſubmitred to the power of Chriſt in his 
Church and ordinances, and owned him for their Lord, and politicall head, 
and then were Bapriſed. The ſame expreſſion alſo we find Atts. 1 0. 48. 
The Eunuch was a prolelyre, 2 member of the / ewi,Church. Ovſtgnation 
with the initiall ſeale of Baptiſme implyeth confarderation,and admiſſion into 
the Church, Suppoſe a Maſter of Artes-in one Univerfity, takes the ſame de - 
oree in another Univerſiry, without repetition of his former degree , Which is 
included in the {econd; this is no Argument that all Univerſtties are members, 
and that there is one integra] Univerſitys confiſtivg of them all, A man thar 
hath been Baptized in one Church, and received the Lords ſupper there, 
if he remove to another church. and receive the Lords ſupper there, 
without repetition of his Baptiſme (for that mult nor be ——_— this is no 
evidence, that there is onc integral Church of which all Churches are mem- 
bers. This may lerve to Anſwer that which Mr Hwudſon writes pag. 90. his 
apprehenſion is, that a man who is no member of any particular congregation , 
1a) be Bapiized. by 
Conclusion XII, 

A congregation may remoye from one place to another, and yet be the 
ſame individual congregation. A man do h nor yarty his ſpecres.2s often as he 
wariech his place: A Church doth not vary its ſpecres, as often as it yarieth its 
place; yet ewo diſtin congregations, are diltinQ ſpecres, ay (WO men ate. This 


anſwers to that Qcltion of M. Hudſon v. 91. 
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of C ongregat onal Church is a Catholike Viſible Church, 

fe Concrusion XIIL 
Gen containing the common marter , and allo the common forme of the 
ſpecies, becauſe the ſpeciall forme is a member of the Sþeczes , the germs may 
' - be ſaid to contain the ſpecial forme , and to hold together the one with the 


T . , other. A man may be ſaid to hold a ſword in his hand, when he holds on- 


ly the hilr,haft,or bacdle in his hand. he holds the ſword by the handle,which 
is but a part of it. So likewiſe the gerzws holding the Species by the com 
mon forme, which is bur a part of the ſpecres , yet, becauſethe proper forme 
is another part, and joyned to ic, the germ may be faid to contain the ſþe= 
cies : As Homo holdeth Socrates by his common forme of humanity, to 
which his proper forme of Soeraterry being adjoyned, Hemo holderth Socra- 
tes, ard fo may be ſaid ro contain individual men, which are his ſpecies. 
This may anſwer that which Mr Hydſer propounds pag. 95. Totum eſen- 
tiale five Genericum doth not compriſe the forme of the ſpecies in ir ſelf, 
but giveth the matter or common nature to the ſpecies, 

I cannot but difſent from Mr Hadſon his judgement concerning the con- 
ſitution of the Catholicke Church, expreſled in the next following words of 
the ſame pag. viz. p.95. The Church Catholike is made up of the matter 
and, forme of the particular Churches conjoyned ; as a whole houſe of the 
particular rooms in it, For Mr Hadſon ſaich that the Catholicke Church 
Is firſt in eflence : but a whole houle is not firſt in eflence, before the par:i- 
cular roomes of which it is made up.lI never heard of a houſe confitirg of 
ſeveral rooms , that was firſt made up of all the rooms in it, having the 
rooms made afterwards. One room may be made betore a whole houſe 
corſilting of ſeveral rooms , bur it is impoſſible (1 — that the whole 
houſe containing all thoſe rooms, ſhould be made up dbetore the feyeral 
rooms are made. 
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CHuarTtR V, 


Containing Arguments tending to demonſtrate that a corgreextional Churchi 
152 Catlo..vc Uriverial vitble Church : whercia a tew prypolitions 
are picautcd, by way of explication. | 


PRoPOSITION TI, 


1 E Chureh of Chriſt at Jeruſalem was the mother of us all : the pri- 
_ 7 m:zive Church ou: of which all the true viſible Churches in the world 
bave twarmcd, G4'. 4. 2 5. 
PaorosriTion TIT. 

The Greek word 2,.ancie (Larine Conci» ) 1 Engliſh, Churchzin a Theo- 
logical ſerce, is properiy given to an Eccleſialticall politicai body - for it 
Fonifies properly an ailembly of Ciizens, lawtully -called rogerher by a 
he d'r, town clark, or tuch like publick officer; to attend their civil aftaires 
as in Can bridge.che Beadle s call a congregation;1t is uſed eAtts., 19, 32. 49, 
41, tranſlated aſſembly. Ic is caken theretore in the Theological! ule of ir for 
an afſe.ndiy of heav2n.y C #:14e25 joyned rogether in a Political lociety and 
corpora:ion, and meeang together accordiag co divine inſtitution, to worſ}.ip 
Chuitt, and arrend che aftairs of his houle and Kin dome, 
. A congregational Church is che proper ſub ig of the rules of E-clefiſtical 
difciplice and policie, which is to be guided to irs publick falicicy by the 
rules »f divice policy; as a Crvr/ fociery is guided by the rules of Civil policy 
to 1:5 Civil happireis This was one piece of che mijecy of the Ephefiars ard” 
o:her {.,entiles before their calling; chey were not cnely dead in fn, children of 
wrath by nature &c. for ſo were the Jewes, but they were alſo withcut 
Chriſt, as political head of the vihible Church, and aliens from the policie of 
Iiracl. Ep/.-.12. The ground of ic we find in che fame place. and tha: is, 
they were ſtrargers from che Covenants - that is, from the Church Covenant, 

which is not only a Covenant berween God an4 man, butalſo berween nan 
ar.d man; and was often renued in the old Teſtament : and for thole reaors 
eſpecially. ir is called Covenants in the plural number; and from thence 
foll>wed a double mitery : firſt, that they were withaut thoſe faire hopes 
and poſſibihrics ot the good thirgs promiled, 

2. And without the worſhip of God or ocdinances of divine worſhip, 
Which the Jewes had,being Church memoers. 


Pa5oro;1tI on. 
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PRorosrTIioN MI. 
- All the vihible Churches of the Goſpel, which are the genuine Children 
of that primitive Church, are political bodies, YVi/ibilzs aicitur eccleſia prop- 
Sohnins Scrip. #er ordenem eccleſiaſticum, ac formam exteriorem,ac viſibilers, 
M:thod. =que quidem fect, us eccleſia ſit, et dicatur viſibilss : Sohwins, 
PrnoPoOsITION IV. 

The Catholike Viſible Church is to be found in the Churches of the 
Golpel, and in the dayes of Chriſt, Befaxe his exhibirion there was a dome- 
ſtical Church,acd a national Church, but no Catholike Church ; which is 
oppoſed ro the Jewiſh Church. The Church was firſt in tanuihes , ard then 
in populo,and that was either iz poprlo Tſraelrico, or Catholico:when the Son 
of God himſelf came into the world, it was too light a buſineſs for him to 
raiſe up the Tribes of Iſrael, but he mult be a light to the Gentiles, and falya- 
tion to the end of the earth : He muſt haue his Honours, and Royal Houles, 
and keep his Court among all nations, The Church is not confined to Judea, 
or limired to any part or corner of the earth, but _ be extended far and 
wide over all the world. Therefore the Field is called the world, 

PRoPeoSITION V. 
The name Catholike doth moſt properly agree to a generical Church, to a 
church as the gens of al churches. / ntegrum,an integral whole,or totum,is ca[- 
led 3aoy Cf owtaoy DU Forwmpenericum,or genus is properly called 73 xa3%ag 
A generical whole is properly called catholike and univerſal:genms and wniver- 
ale are all one ard the fame notion;an inteyral church as, called a whole 
church, or (if you will) a ſynholick church, but not fo properly a catholike 
church. 

PRoPosITION VI 

A corgregationall church is a catholike penerical church, the genas of all 
churches in the world. A church or congregation is the Genus of all congre- 

tions: and the ſeyeral churches and individual congregations, as Boſtor 
church, Cape/ church, Hiriford church, are theſpecies of church 5» genere, 

REeasSoN 1. 

T hat which comunicates his whole eflence ro Beſtor church, Capel church, 
.and all individual churches, is a catholike generica] univerſal church, and the 
genus of thoſe individuals : 

A congregationa] church communicates his whole eſſence to Beſfor church, 

( apell church, &c, 
Therefore a congregational church is a catholike, generical uniyer- 
fall church, and the genws of theſe individuals. 

The majer is clear at the firſt ſight, if we confider_the definition of genws, 
Which is tor#um partibus eſſentiale, The genus is that which is efſencial, x, e. that 

which 


| of 2. churchiwe read of Saints, 
at Repme,Corinth, &c, and all churches are. churches of the ſaints;1: Cor. 1:4-. 
33+ theſe are themarerials of this glorious Temple... Saints are men ſeparated 
from the world,dedicated unto God. This.is the.glory of a.congregation to be 
of fich glorious materials. It.is a pleaſant ſight:to ſee churches. filled with ſuch, 
men witli men that, know God, and. love.God, having. -derived a principle at 
lift from Chriſt by faich. All church members muſt be vicible. ſaints; having, a. 
competent meaſure of knowledge, and blameleſs life - Iſat.s .1 9.Rev.t2.i 4 
_ I. Thereis alſo a confzderation, either explicite or implicite ; whereby 
church members ſtand bound to walk. with'God, 'and one. with another ig 
the wayes ef the wotThip of Chriſt, according to the rules of divine policic. 
An explicite.coyenant is not effeatial co a. church, becauſe exphcitnels is bur 
at'adjin& of the covenanr-and becauſe Chriſt hath had-viſible churches 1n all 

Pace the primitive. church; and. Fer an explicite. covenant. cannot be found 
ig aſl ages ;'Yerit is.ta be defir$d, and there. is. much of the viſible olory- of: 
Ciiſtappearing in it : when men. viſibly bind themſelves, ard their children. 
alſo to Chriſt, rhey cannot bind. them to.a.berter Maſter. Iſaiah 44.. 5. All. 
Bcobs-Children were inrolled'in the catologye of the church. | 

Rrzras an ll 
"That totwm which giverh his name to Befon Church, Capel church, and 
all individual churches, is a catbolike, generical, univerſal church, ard 
the gears ofiall 'ithoſechurches. 
A.congreeational church giveth his. name. to: Beſfow church, Cape! 
churcb, and all individual churches. 

Therefore a congregational church is a catholike univerſal ahurch,, 
and the genws of all individual ghurches. 
It.istrue( which MEudGon ſpeaks, pag,.90.-) that. every. viſible beleever 
is a chriſtian; andlic. is as true; that a.chrilhan.is: a.generical, and P 2x! an indi- 
vidual chriſtian, and theſe. are gas and ſpecyts. 

Every, church. member.is. a member at Chriſt. his Kingdom , becauſe 
_ church is a Kingdom of Chrilt. 

Ye have.proved that pars ſimilaris is ſpecies ;,and that 2gua., ard hes 
agua, are penn and ſpecies ; and thax it is the peculiar prerogative. of the 
g#rw5 to.communicate.his name with. his:nacure. to. his ſpectes.. | 

Integrum cannoatcommunicate his whole eſſence to! cyery member ; for. 
| | | H then: 
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be ſo many men in every man,as there are fmoers, and coes, 
and members in his body. Therefore every finger, and toc, and member caa- 
nor be called by the name of a man. The members of a man, being effenual 
to him, make him a man : but a man cannot communicate his whole” huma- 
nity to all his members, and make them ſo many men. Itis moſt juſt and 
mecte therefore, that a mans finger, nor being a man, ſhould want the name 
ard title of a man, becauſc ſuch names muſt be given to things as may hold 
proportion with their natures. 

Minor, Boſton church, Capel church,and every individual church,is a cor- 
oregational church, and is called by the name ofa church or congregation. 
Therefore a congregational church is a catholike, univerſal church, and the 
gerns of all churches. Yo 

REASON 3. 
There is a gex#s of all individual churches - 
There is no gexws of individual churches, but only a congreeational 
church ; : 
T herefore a congregational church is the gexws of all individual 
churches. 

Their community of nature is an evidence that they haye a genus, and 
are comprehended under ſome more general h&ad: and there is no other next 
ger#s,but only a congregational church; I ipeake only of their next genws:for 
a body politick is gens generaliſrmum,or a higher and more general genus, 

REASON 4. 
If all individual churches are ſpecres, a congregational chutch is the genus 
of all individual churches : 
Bur all individual churches are ſpecres ; 

Therefore a congregational church is the pes of all individual churches. 

That all individual churches are ſveczes, is evident, becauſe all individuals 
are ſpecies, as wee haue proved in the firſt concluſion concerning ſpecies 


ſpecralifima 
RE ASON 5. 


If all individual churches are ej#ſdem generis, and are diſtinguiſhed ſpecifi- 
cally one from another, a congregational church is a catholike generical uni- 
yerſal church, and the gens of all individual churches : 

But all individual churches are ejwſdem generrs, and are diſtinguiſhed 
ſpecifically one from another; 

Therefore a congregational church is a catholike,generical,uniyerſal church, 
and the gexxs of all individual churches, 

They are all ej#ſdem generis, of the ſame kind, being all congregartional. 
churches ; Boſton church is a congregational church, Cape/ church and Har:- 
fora chuxch are of the fame kind, | RS 
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A Congregational ( hurch is a Catholike Frſible Chih, 

All have the ſame general matter and form, the fame ordinances and 
officers de jure, they differ not one from another ic their general kind, ha- 
ving all the ſame common nature, and thac they are diſtinguiſhed ſpecifical! 
one from another ; isas evident Boſfoz,church, Hartford church,Capel church, 
are d:/prrata,and therefore oppoſiea.afid eſſentially diſtinguiſhed one from an- 


Wygproved befere that indi- 
& one ' from another, 
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viduals are.really, formally and c(lenty tl 
Rx as {4 SENT F; 

If a congregational church'<q RESINS cAcntial properties or pro- 
per adjuncts to individual chure :Rional church is a catholike 
generical, univerſal church,/andghepawe a fltindividual churches : 

But a congregational churdhgong 
proper adjuncts to individual church 

Theretore a congregationM 
church,and the genus of all individpd 1 iCSs, 

The integrum doth not communicate allhis/ properties to every members; 
a mars finger is nor r:/ble, is not indued with a power of laughter : But the 
gennrs comunicating his whole eflence, communicates all his eflential proper- 
tics to his ſpecies, as we have heard. 

A corgregational church communicates all his eflential properties to indt- 
vidual churches. Eccleſiaſtical ordinances, Officers, Seales, and Cenſures, are 
the proper priviledges of a congregational church. 

And all theſe are to be found there, 

All the ſprings of God are there Pſal. 87. 7. there we may meet with 
Jehovah himſelf the firſt being. All tae water in ſprings is derived from 
the ſea by ſecret pipes and channels under the Earth. The firſt being is an 
infinite fea of being and goodneſs, and he communicates himſelf,and poureth 
out molt glorious tweet influences of hiniſelf in his own ordinances, and 
wayes of his own appointment, and thoſe who wait upon him herein, may 
drink of the Rivers of Eden, Pſal. 36. 8. one day here is better then a thou- 

ſand. Pſal. 84. 10, 

It is clcare from this diſcourſe: there is no catholike, integral, political 
church : for an integrum is ſpecies ſpectaliſſima, and cannot be: divided in- 
to [pecies, as wee ſee the catholike church is, And therefore 1 ſhall add no 
more for the preſent. 
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FINIS. 


ERRATA. In the Epiſtle, pege 4-1. u/r-r:ed confeltatrye, p-6, 1.337 que. p.,174.2-7. 


invitation, g-21-4.18-for it,r, ts. p.37-4.26. 7. Univerfry. 
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